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Representatives from many Canadian and
international nuclear disarmament organizations
gathered together in Toronto to discuss North
American security strategies as well as nuclear
proliferation issues, particularly North Korea and
Iran. There was much useful discussion and debate
among representatives of the Canadian Pugwash
Group (CPG), the Canadian Federation of
University Women (CFUW), the Canadian Network
to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (CNANW), the Middle
Powers Initiative (MPI), Lawyers for Social

Responsibility, Peace Magazine, Physicians for
Global Survival, Science for Peace (SfP), Voice of
Women (VOW), and the World Federalist
Movement — Canada about how these organizations
could uniquely contribute to Canada's response.
While the problems of the DPRK and Iran are
serious, they are only flashpoints on the volcano of
the threat posed by the 27,000 nuclear weapons
remaining in the hands of the Nuclear Weapons
States, of which 5,000 are on alert. This is highly
irresponsible. Given this threat to our security, the



Canadian Government should focus on saving the
NPT in 2010. Without the NPT, we will all exist in a
nuclear jungle, facing this threat without the support
of an international legal obligation to disarm.

It was suggested that horizontal and vertical
proliferation are integrated problems and should be
understood as such when creating appropriate
responses and solutions. In particular, some
delegates pointed to the media's all-consuming focus
on North Korea's recent nuclear test and Iran's
nuclear ambitions. Why is it so difficult to grasp that
it is fundamentally hypocritical to insist that North
Korea and Iran refrain from building their own
nuclear arsenals while at the same time the Great
Powers maintain the largest stockpiles in history? Is
it any wonder that the non-nuclear weapons states

are wearying of these blatant double standards?

Broadly, it was decided that while horizontal and
vertical nuclear proliferation is of high importance,
we must also combat belief systems that justify the
existence of nuclear weapons in the first place. Such
belief systems are spreading and endangering world
peace and stability.

Beliefs about the utility of deterrence, the
usefulness of war, and the merits of stockpiling
nuclear weapons have continued to hold dominant
and damaging influence in national capitals around
the world. Some members of Pugwash, like Sir
Joseph Rotblat, have emphasized the necessity of
eventually abolishing war as an instrument of
foreign policy and as an institution. This must be an
end goal to which we all strive. The working group
deemed it essential for citizens and countries of the
world to generate new ideas and dynamic, creative
options that refrain from violence and the use of
armed force.

Recommendations:

A number of direct recommendations, focused
goals, and initiatives were suggested:

It was determined that the Canadian
government must strengthen its commitment to the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). It has also
been forcefully recommended by the Weapons of
Mass Destruction Commission, chaired by Dr. Hans
Blix. The delegates view the C'TBT as a necessary
first step to a broad strengthening of the NPT
regime and urge the Canadian government to use
strong diplomatic action to ensure its success.

Canada may have a unique opportunity vis a vis
its position in the Nuclear Suppliers Group to
pressure the United States to adhere to the
provisions of the CTBT. Canada may use its
influence, perhaps by way of veto, to reject the
proposed United States-India civil nuclear deal that
proposes to share American civilian nuclear
technology with India, despite the fact that India 1s
not party to the NPT and India's military reactors
are purposely not included in the agreement. The
Canadian government is urged to consider options
for defining conditions that would make such a deal
acceptable and consistent with the obligations falling
on all states under the NPT regime.

Canada must also fully commit to support the
Fissile Material Cut-Off Treaty (FMCT). The
FMCT would strengthen nuclear non-proliferation
norms by adding a binding international
commitment to existing constraints on nuclear
weapons-usable fissile material. The proposed treaty
would ban the production of fissile material for

nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.

A priority must be to urge the United States and
Russia to de-alert their tactical nuclear stockpiles.
Their continued reliance on hair-trigger, launch-on-

warning systems is unnecessary and unreliable.



Some group members reaffirmed their
commitment to legalizing negative security
assurances. In the context of the NPT, negative
security assurances are guarantees by the NPT
nuclear-weapon states not to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against states that have formally
renounced them. They are related to the
establishment of nuclear weapon-free zones. Both
negative security assurances and NWIFZs promote
the core values associated with the nuclear non-
proliferation regime.

There is a strong desire that Canada support the
New Agenda Coalition which includes countries like
Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand,
Slovenia, South Africa and Sweden. The aim should
be to persuade nuclear weapon states to move
decisively towards disarmament. Canada must
continue to work with like-minded states to influence
an eventual peaceful transition to a nuclear weapon-
free world.

Delegates urged the Government of Canada to
adhere to the undertaking given within UNGA
Resolution A/C.1/57/L.7/Rev.2 that the
recommendations in the UN study on disarmament
and non-proliferation education be implemented.
Funding for this type of education should be
delivered to NGOs engaged in public education.

UNGA Resolution A/C.1/57/L.7/Rev.2:
http://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/political /
lcom/1lcom02/res/L7rev2.html

There was agreement that it is imperative to
draw attention to the continued incompatibility
between NATO's nuclear policy and the NPT
regime. Under the NPT, Canada supports the
"unequivocal undertaking" for the total elimination
of nuclear weapons via a program of 13 practical
Steps; under NATO, Canada supports the central
tenet of the Strategic Concept - nuclear weapons are
"essential." The NATO allies (including Canada)

must reexamine the incoherence of their combined

fealty to both the NPT and NATO nuclear policy. It
was particularly incomprehensible to the Working
Group delegates that Canada remains silent on this
glaring contradiction. Delegates suggested that the
Canadian government approach its NATO allies
with a view to revisiting NATO's 2000 report,
"NATO Report on Options for Confidence and
Security Building measures (CSBMs), Verification,
Non-Proliferation, Arms Control and
Disarmament." Paragraph 96 of that report states:

"NATO i1s committed to meaningful public
outreach to interested individuals and groups,
including discussion of the adaptations which the
Alliance's force posture has undergone over the last
decade in response to the changed security
environment. NATO is equally committed to
discussing the Alliance's policy of support for
nuclear arms control and disarmament. In this
regard, the Alliance will continue to broaden its
engagement with interested non-governmental
organizations, academic institutions and the general
public and will contribute actively to discussion and
debate regarding nuclear weapons and nuclear arms

control and disarmament issues."

The above paragraph and paragraph 115
("reinvigorate the flow of information") make it clear
that the 2000 NATO document is not the last word
on nuclear weapons. We are calling on Canada to
re-open the NATO debate in light of the grave
threat to the continued viability of the NPT. Canada
cannot allow the NPT to be further weakened
through NATO's contradiction of the very purpose
of the NPT.

NATO Report on Options for Confidence and
Security Building measures (CGSBMs), Verification,
Non-Proliferation, Arms Control and Disarmament:
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2000/p00-121e/

home.htm

NATO Strategic Concept 1999: http://
www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-065e.htm



