The nuclear paradox —threat to global security and peace.
Mr Chairman/Moderator,

Esteemed Colleagues,

Gentlemen of the Press

Distinguished Ladies and gentlemen.

It gives me pleasure to address you at this awgaibering of experts, activists,
and peacemakers in a Country renowned for honoaragsupporting global
peace. Our topic — REDEFINING SECURITY: FROM DOMINKEE TO
COOPERATION — is not only timely, but essential €Tl¢hoice between these
two paradigms — one based on unilateralism, fademlogy, and narrowly
defined national interests; the other based orodipty, a search for consensus,

and a respect for international law — has rarebnb® manifest or so urgent.

As a Physician, and as the Co-President of a federaf physicians that sees
peace and care for the human race as one andnieepsaject, | would like to

briefly address some of our challenges and oppuigsrat this crossroads.

The world breathed a sigh of relief at the enchef€old War, hoping that the
annihilation of mankind in an all-out nuclear watlween the US and the former

Soviet Union was a fear that we could put to réstlay, however, we find



ourselves once again on the brink of nuclear caaisé, and we will remain
there if we do not take significant steps now tahamvorld without nuclear

weapons.

Despite welcome reductions in their arsenals, t8ealbd Russia still possess
more than 20,000 nuclear weapons between them -e than 95% of the

world total. There are seven other nuclear weapates some in volatile
regions of the world. Two of those states — Indid Rakistan — have done
serious damage to the non-proliferation regimentiypducing new arsenals into
the world, along with new incentives for othersatmuire nuclear weapons. The
possibility that terrorist groups may obtain nucke@apons and use them
wantonly is a frightening concern that cannot béreslsed effectively without a
comprehensive ban on the weapons themselves andstiegials with which to

make them.

We would be making a serious mistake, howevergifaacepted the claim of
the nuclear weapon states that this is only aferalion problem, and that the
solution is keeping nuclear weapons out of irresgama hands, through coercive
means if necessary. The nuclear weapon statesehaasave moved beyond
strictly defined concepts of deterrence againstrotiuclear-armed adversaries.

Some of them openly contemplate preemptive attaggsssibly even nuclear



attacks — against countries they believe to beldpusy nuclear weapons or

the capacity to build them.

The US, the UK, and a handful of allies embarke@womnending misadventure
In Iraqg, based on unwarranted claims that Iraqevathe verge of acquiring a
nuclear arsenal. No nuclear weapons were founcqbdecause none existed.
The cost of this mistake in human lives has beaggstring: hundreds of
thousands — perhaps more than a million — Iragtlgealmost 4 million
refugees and displaced persons; and more than(DOz3ualties (deaths and
injuries) among American soldiers. The five-yeacuggation has only resulted
in a heightened capacity for terrorism and politicatability in the region, at a
cost of anywhere between one and four trillionawsll As though these lessons
had gone completely unlearned, the outgoing Bustirastration has raised
global anxiety by sending signals that it mightetakilitary action to prevent
Iran from obtaining nuclear weapons — a possibiligt cannot be discounted
given Iran’s advanced state of nuclear technolatilipugh the country’s
leaders have denied that they are turning thoseiress towards weapons

development.

Recently, a region with a tragic history of cortflemd political instability —
dating back to the Ottoman Empire and continuimgugh the Bolshevik

revolution and the radical changes brought abouytdrgstroika and glasnost in



the 1990s — has erupted in violence again. Witlgoirig into a discussion here
about the causes and claims on either side ofahiict between Russia and
Georgia, | only want to point out that in a nuclaamed world, hostilities that
draw nuclear weapons states into confrontations @acch other have the
potential to escalate into something catastropgteaceful negotiations leading

to mutual agreements are urgently needed withgardgion.

For the past 38 years, since the entry into fof¢ee@Non-Proliferation Treaty
(NPT), the nuclear weapon states have avoidediibelear disarmament
obligations under Article VI. Rather, they havev&n to maintain a kind of
nuclear apartheid — a global security system irctvimuclear weapons
guarantee the power and status of a few countigite the vast majority of
states must settle for second class citizenshigelisindia, and Pakistan refused

to join the NPT for this very reason, to the de&mnnof global security.

Just this week, the Nuclear Suppliers Group apmrevepecial waiver that will
allow the US to transfer nuclear technology to &ndiespite the fact that the
NSG was created in the aftermath of the 1974 Indistear test to prevent
nuclear assistance to countries that were not sutge¢he safeguards,

Inspections, and compliance regimes mandated bifie



The dominance paradigm produces the kind of waorlhich we find
ourselves, and offers no solutions for gettingaiut — no exit strategy, to use

the language of military planners.

IPPNW is a federation of like-minded, non-partigpduysicians and health care
workers that was formed at the height of the Colal Wo address an earlier
manifestation of the nuclear threat. Our humblermoution to educating an
earlier generation of leaders about the medicad@gmences of nuclear war was
recognized by the UNESCO Peace Education Priz6&4 and by the Nobel
Peace Prize in 1985. Since then we've grown in b and mission, with
affiliate organizations in 62 countries address&mgnge of issues related to

peace, security, and health.

Yet our fundamental message — that doctor can affeneaningful medical

response to a nuclear war and that preventioreistity responsible option —
has not changed. We know that what happened toeibyele of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki as a result of the US atomic bombingslis @ foreshadowing of the

consequences of a nuclear war using today’s arsenal

Twenty years ago, we learned that a nuclear wavdsat the US and the former
Soviet Union, involving a thousand or more nuclkeaapons, would result in a

nuclear winter and the end of human civilizatiomring the past year or so,



scientists have informed us that even the use @Hifbshima-sized weapons
could result in tens of millions of immediate desatimd unprecedented climate

disruption, including the precipitation of a glolfamine.

Mounting concern over the nuclear threat and fatisin with gridlocked
disarmament discussions in UN committees and @timas control forums,
prompted IPPNW to launch the International Camp#agAbolish Nuclear
Weapons (ICAN) in 2007. The goal of ICAN is to redk®n public concern
about the growing threat posed by nuclear weaporsio mobilize civil
society to demand a nuclear-weapon-free world tgjinahe negotiation and
adoption of a Nuclear Weapons Convention. We rahshbeh agreements on
chemical and biological weapons, on landmines, anudt recently, on cluster
munitions. There is no reason, other than politiesistance, why we cannot

come to agreement around prohibition of nucleampera as well.

To do so, however, we must adopt the cooperaticadigm. In the case of the
nuclear threat, cooperation must take the formadwageous and sustained
diplomatic effort to create a nuclear-weapons-weed under a Nuclear
Weapons Convention. The agreement must be accoetphyigood faith

actions to implement the Convention and to abidédterms.



IPPNW launched ICAN at the Non-Proliferation TreBrgparatory Committee
meeting in Vienna, and worked with a coalition dd@s to bring the Nuclear
Weapons Convention to the attention of delegatairise 2008 PrepCom in
Geneva. In 2008 and 2009, ICAN activists will m#éke case that, along with
global warming, nuclear war is the greatest preal@atdanger facing
humankind. IPPNW will promote the Nuclear Weapowos¥&ntion both inside
and outside the UN, and will focus on specific nsatlissues, including the
climate effects of regional nuclear war, the uskighly enriched uranium in
radiopharmaceutical production, and the health otgaf an expanding

uranium mining industry.

We believe that together with you — our distingegiColleagues — and with
the voices of civil society around the world, wa @afluence our governments
to make the call for abolition their highest segupriority, and work with us to

make a world without nuclear weapons a reality.

Thank you for your attention.

Dr. Ime A.John

Co-President, IPPNW



