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Thank you for inviting me to address this prestigious event in Kyoto where the internationally renowned Museum for World Peace is based.  Japan’s leadership in peace museum education is unsurpassed and should be emulated throughout the world as a model for achieving a peaceful future.  

The urgent need for peace education and training about disarmament and non-proliferation was recognised by the UN with the adoption by consensus, in November 2002, of a resolution introducing the UN Secretary General’s Study on Disarmament and Non-proliferation Education.
 The Study Report included 34 far-reaching recommendations including one which encourages municipal leaders, working with citizen groups, 
to establish peace cities, as part of the UNESCO Cities for Peace network, 
through, for example, the creation of peace museums, peace parks, websites, 
and production of booklets on peacemakers and peacemaking.
The Report also encouraged educators to use a variety of teaching methods, including participatory learning approaches. It advised those preparing educational material to be sensitive to various audiences, cultures, customs and situations and to find ways to present it in the language of the recipients: “In addition to computer-based learning, model United Nations programmes, other role-playing and simulation games, videos, electronic games, film, dance, song, theatre, puppetry, poetry, photography, origami, graphic art and creative writing are all useful methods.”

The advantage of peace museums and exhibitions as vehicles for education is that they can encompass many of these methods in an exciting and challenging forum.  Also peace exhibitions can be transported around the world and adapted to different cultural needs. 

In New Zealand we implemented these UN recommendations by declaring my home city of Christchurch the first Peace City in 2002, and holding four peace exhibitions, which have then travelled nationwide.  The first was the exhibition from the Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki which went to sixteen cities; more recently the smaller photographic version without artefacts has been going to schools to mark Peace Week in early August.  There have also been very successful exhibitions on Mahatma Gandhi, and on the health effects of Depleted Uranium munitions. 
The twentieth anniversary of the passing of New Zealand’s historic nuclear free legislation in 2007 provided another opportunity for a major exhibition, which showcased iconic peace movement memorabilia. As New Zealand’s first nuclear free city in 1982, it was appropriate to launch this in Christchurch. 

The exhibition included the original 1963 New Zealand petition calling for a Southern Hemisphere nuclear free zone, banners, posters, stickers, badges, photos, magazines, stamps, artwork and music.  It was a celebration of the diversity, imagination, courage and stamina of the peace movement and some key politicians over the last 60 years.  

On 10 June 2007, the anniversary of the historic nuclear free legislation,  many of our elected representatives from nearly all political parties assembled on the steps of Parliament wearing ‘nuclear free nation’ tee shirts and badges. Some of them, including the current Prime Minister and Minister of Defence (and also Disarmament!), had been members of the Peace Squadrons which had taken non-violent direct action in small boats to try to prevent US nuclear powered and probably armed warships entering New Zealand ports during the mid 1970s and early 1980s. The politicians then returned to Parliament House to pass a unanimous resolution, resolving that New Zealand should continue to work for a nuclear weapon free world.  

The World Court Project 

The exhibition also marked twenty years since the beginning of the World Court Project. It showed examples of Declarations of Public Conscience in 40 different languages, cartoons, scales of justice, banners, mugs and other items. 

The World Court Project was initiated in Christchurch by retired magistrate Harold Evans in 1987, and led internationally by a few New Zealanders. It sought to obtain an advisory opinion from the International Court of Justice on the legal status of nuclear weapons. It took nearly a decade to build support and momentum nationally and internationally, and for the political climate to improve after the end of the Cold War. 

In May 1992 the Project was launched in Geneva, led by three leading international citizen organisations: the International Peace Bureau, International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, and International Association of Lawyers Against Nuclear Arms. 

In May 1993, the World Health Assembly  passed a resolution co-sponsored by 22 states from Africa, Latin America and the South Pacific. It requested an advisory opinion on the question: 

In view of the health and environmental effects, would the use of nuclear weapons by a State in war or other armed conflict be a breach of its obligations under international law including the WHO Constitution?

Despite intense opposition from the nuclear weapon states, it succeeded and in October 1993, the 110-member Non Aligned Movement sponsored a UN General Assembly resolution requesting another advisory opinion on the question: Is the threat or use of nuclear weapons in any circumstance permitted under international law? This time heavy intimidation from the NATO nuclear weapon states prevented a vote. 
However, in 1994, it was adopted by a comfortable majority.  Despite being the most radical resolution on the UN's nuclear disarmament agenda, China did not vote, and Ukraine abstained along with US-allied Canada, Norway, Japan and Australia.  New Zealand was the only Western-allied state to break ranks and vote for the resolution. Strong citizen movements in these countries forced governments to reflect public opinion. 
In June 1994, one of several 'firsts' occurred when the World Court Registrar welcomed an international citizen delegation which handed over 200,000 Declarations of Public Conscience from many countries; 11,000 signatures from international judges and lawyers;  a sample of the 100 million Hiroshima and Nagasaki Appeal, and material surveying 50 years of citizens' opposition to nuclear weapons. In addition, over 700 citizen groups worldwide endorsed the Project including many city councils. Prominent supporters included Nobel Laureates, politicians, judges, church and civic leaders. This public support bolstered diplomats and politicians in the leading governments as they courageously withstood intimidation from the nuclear weapon states.  
Before the Oral hearings began on 30 October 1995, another delegation presented nearly 4 million more Declarations, with over 3 million from Japan. In another precedent, citizen witnesses were allowed to testify and confronted the 14 judges with the horrific situation of the victims. After strong domestic pressure, the Japanese government allowed the Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki to testify using huge photographs depicting the devastation. Many hibakusha were present to witness this historic legal challenge. A woman from the Marshall Islands described the cancers she had suffered, and the intergenerational effects following the 1954 US nuclear tests. “Women gave birth to ‘jellyfish’ babies: ... these ... are born with no bones in their bodies and with transparent skin. We can see their brains and hearts beating”. Dressed in white with flowers in her hair, she held the Court spellbound.
In all, 44 states and the World Health Organisation took part - by far the largest number to ever participate in a World Court case.  Over two-thirds argued for illegality, and only Germany and Italy testified in support of the US, UK, France and Russia. Interestingly, China took no part. 

On 8 July 1996, the ICJ delivered its historic 34-page Advisory Opinion. It decided it did not have jurisdiction to rule on the World Health Assembly resolution. However, in its Opinion on the UNGA question the Court decided that “a threat or use of nuclear weapons would generally be contrary to the rules of international law applicable in armed conflict, and in particular the principles and rules of humanitarian law”. The judges also unanimously agreed that “There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective international control.”
Although most nuclear weapon states ignored the ruling the British government announced in its 1998 defence review that it was reducing its nuclear arsenal from 300 to less than 200 warheads, and relaxing the notice to fire of the warheads in its single deployed Trident submarine from “minutes” to “days”. 
Citizen Groups Use the World Court Opinion 
The World Court Opinion helped spark initiatives such as Abolition 2000, the Middle Powers Initiative, the Parliamentary Network for Nuclear Disarmament, and the New Agenda Coalition; and helped invigorate Mayors for Peace. It has also been used by peace activists around the world in a range of court cases. The highest profile and most successful court case using the Opinion was in October 1999, when a court case in Scotland ended in a sensational outcome. Three women of the international Trident Ploughshares 2000 non-violent direct action campaign were on trial before a jury for damaging some laboratory equipment used for operational support of the British Trident nuclear-armed ballistic missile submarine force. Their defence was that they had been compelled to act in order to prevent a crime of potential genocide. The judge accepted their argument that deployment of Trident is illegal, and that they were upholding the Nuremberg Charter; and she instructed the jury to acquit them. 

The acquittal provoked an uproar in the United Kingdom, reigniting the anti-nuclear movement. Although the Blair government finally had it overturned by the highest court in Scotland in 2001, the case gave unprecedented publicity to this challenge to the legality of Britain’s so-called “nuclear deterrent”.  Campaigners gained support among legislators and church leaders, particularly in Scotland, where the Faslane naval base is home to the Trident submarine force. Last year, Trident Ploughshares organised 131 blockading groups in a year-long protest. Over 1,150 people were arrested including politicians, teachers, lawyers, health professionals and members of Grannies for Peace.
In May 2007, the strongly anti-nuclear Scottish Nationalist Party gained power. Five months later the Scottish government held a special summit to discuss the implications for Scotland of the UK Government's decision to replace the Trident system.
 An expert working group was appointed to explore options for forcing the removal of nuclear weapons from Scotland. If they succeed, they will join Nuclear Free Wales and Ireland and only England will have nuclear weapons. 

Other citizen groups throughout Europe, the US and Canada also used the World Court Opinion in their defence in high profile court cases. For example, in February 1999, a group of Belgian parliamentarians, artists, leaders of social groups and activists attempted a citizen weapons inspection of a NATO base at Kleine Brogel. It is believed that 20 US nuclear weapons are deployed there. Following a refusal by the base Commander to allow the “citizen inspectors” inside the base, activists cut a hole in the fence and over 100 people, including some politicians, entered and were arrested. 

Mayors for Peace 

Similar actions provoked a Belgian public debate nationally and within the parliament. By May 2008, 317 of a total of 589 Belgian Mayors had joined Mayors for Peace and issued a demand for a worldwide ban of nuclear weapons before 2020. This is the highest membership of this organisation worldwide. In the Flemish province of Limburg, the home of the Kleine Brogel base, over 75% of all Mayors are members.
 
The Mayors for Peace movement is led by the Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Following their presentations to the World Court in 1995, they were inspired by the 1996 Opinion to renew their call for nuclear abolition and begin an international membership drive. To mark the 10th anniversary of the Court’s Opinion in 2006, Mayors for Peace launched the Good Faith Challenge: this reaffirmed the meaning and importance of the World Court Opinion which called on all states “to pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion negotiation on nuclear disarmament in all its aspects”. 
At the city level, Mayors for Peace launched the “Cities Are Not Targets” project. This encourages and assists cities and municipal associations in demanding assurances from nuclear weapon states that cities are not, and will not be, targeted for nuclear attack. To quote the Mayors: “Cities are homes and offices. They are not legitimate targets for bombs. To obliterate a city for any reason whatsoever is an illegal, immoral crime against humanity and not to be tolerated.”
By October 2008 there were 2,422 member cities from 131 countries and regions.  The capital cities of four of the five nuclear weapon states are members – London, Moscow, Beijing and Paris - with major US cities such as Los Angeles and Chicago among the 128 US members.  The capital cities of key NATO allies such as Germany (307 cities), Belgium (317), Italy (266),  Netherlands (45), Canada (70),  and Norway (64) are also signed up, as are those of India and Israel.  There is a growing membership in two other US allies – Australia (48) and Japan (163).  There are now 89 capital cities which are members which is almost half of the world’s capital cities. Mayors for Peace cooperates closely with the National Council of Japan Nuclear Free Local Authorities which has 230 member municipalities. 
Nuclear Weapons Convention

As the World Court Project approached its climax, Abolition 2000 held its first international strategy meeting during the 1995 Oral Hearings at the Court in The Hague. Its principal call was for the immediate commencement of negotiations on a Nuclear Weapons Convention. It has grown to over 2000 endorsing NGOs with national networks in 90 countries, bringing together groups who until then had primarily worked independently, often with overlapping or even competing strategies.  
Meanwhile, a consortium of lawyers, scientists and disarmament experts drafted a Model Nuclear Weapons Convention which was circulated by Costa Rica as a UN document during the 1997 UN General Assembly’s disarmament session.
  This reiterated the World Court Opinion in its preamble, and included an optional protocol for states parties to the proposed Convention to resort to the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court for settlement of any disputes arising out of the interpretation or application of the Convention.  The UN Secretary-General circulated the Model Convention for states to consider. It became the subject of many scientific, academic and diplomatic conferences around the world. 
In 2007, the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention was updated as the new edition of a book, Securing Our Survival,
 taking into consideration the legal, technical and political developments over the past decade. The proposed treaty, and the more general call for nuclear abolition, have received growing support from across the political spectrum and from a wide array of constituencies including liberal and conservative leaders, former Prime Ministers, mayors, academics, think-tanks, cross-party groups of parliamentarians, scientists, governments, Nobel Laureates, NGOs and the general public. The book has recently been published in Japanese. 

At the May 2008 Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference Australia, under a new  government, joined Costa Rica, Malaysia and the New Agenda Coalition in making explicit reference to a Nuclear Weapons Convention, noting, “at an appropriate time, the international community will likely need to consider complementary legal frameworks, including a possible nuclear weapons convention, for the eventual abolition of nuclear weapons.” 
Every year since 1996, resolutions in favour of a Nuclear Weapons Convention and endorsing the World Court Opinion have been adopted in the UN General Assembly with large majorities, including nuclear weapon possessors such as India, Pakistan, China and North Korea. The refusal of the other nuclear weapon states to engage in multilateral negotiations for a total ban of nuclear weapons, as is required under Article VI of the Non- Proliferation Treaty, has plunged the treaty regime into a deep crisis.

However, probably because of this crisis, a new political opportunity to initiate such negotiations has emerged. Both US Presidential candidates now support the vision of a nuclear weapon-free world; the new Australian government has announced an International Commission on Non-Proliferation and Disarmament, to be jointly chaired by former Foreign Ministers from Australia and Japan; the Seven Nation Initiative for nuclear disarmament has been revived by the government of Norway; and former US, UK and Italian Defence and Foreign Ministers have called for progress towards a nuclear weapon-free world.

The 2006 Weapons of Mass Destruction Commission chaired by Hans Blix also gave direction as to how to achieve nuclear abolition.
 Their Recommendation 30 states: 

All states possessing nuclear weapons should commence planning for security without nuclear weapons.  They should start preparing for the outlawing of nuclear weapons through joint practical and incremental measures that include definitions, benchmarks and transparency requirements for nuclear disarmament.

The Middle Powers Initiative

In 1998 core members of the World Court Project network were appointed to the International Steering Committee of the Middle Powers Initiative.  This network of eight leading international citizen organizations was established to rally civil society and governments in support of the New Agenda Coalition comprised of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, South Africa, and Sweden. Most of these states had been involved in the World Court Project and continued to work closely with the Middle Powers Initiative to move the nuclear disarmament agenda forward.
  

The aim of the Middle Powers Initiative is to encourage and educate the nuclear weapons states to take immediate practical steps that reduce nuclear dangers, and commence negotiations to eliminate nuclear weapons. It has developed effective relationships with middle power governments and relevant citizen organisations sending numerous delegations of experts and diplomats to governments, particularly the NATO states and other US-allied countries such as Japan and Australia. 

The Middle Powers Initiative has held strategy consultations at the United Nations and around the world providing a secluded, off-the-record environment for diplomats and policy makers to come to a deeper understanding of one another's positions before returning to the formal negotiating table. It has also published invaluable briefing books and papers for decision makers and citizen groups often available in different languages.
Parliamentary Network for Nuclear Disarmament 
One of the key roles of the Middle Powers Initiative was the establishment in 2001 of the Parliamentary Network for Nuclear Disarmament, recently renamed Parliamentarians for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament (PNND). This is coordinated by New Zealander Alyn Ware, a leading member of the World Court Project, and co-author of the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention. It has over 500 members in 70 countries.  PNND has a regular newsletter, and the website is available in 11 languages. Alyn Ware has produced a briefing book on disarmament which has been distributed to all PNND and Mayors for Peace members, and all 550 members of the US Congress. 
Cross-party coalitions of politicians in Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, Italy, Turkey and the United Kingdom are calling for removal of US nuclear weapons from their soil after a US Air Force investigation concluded that “most sites” used for deploying nuclear weapons in Europe do not meet US Department of Defense minimum security requirements. In June 2008, there was a report that 110 US tactical nuclear weapons had been withdrawn from Lakenheath airbase, which means that there are now no US nuclear weapons in Britain for the first time since 1954. 
Also, on 1 July this year, 73 PNND members of the European Parliament from 19 states across the political spectrum (including former French Prime Minister Michel Rocard and a former Belgian Prime Minister) launched a parliamentary statement supporting negotiations on a Nuclear Weapons Convention. A roundtable of key disarmament decision makers, including a former President of the World Court, will meet soon to promote the Convention. PNND will present the Parliamentary statement supporting the Convention to the UN General Assembly in October in support of the UN resolution on it.

Nuclear Weapon Free Zones

For a number of years New Zealand and Brazil have been promoting the idea of a Southern Hemisphere and Adjacent Areas Nuclear Weapon Free Zone. This began with a UN resolution which has been widely supported. Then in April 2005 Alyn Ware worked closely with Mexico to host a Conference of States Parties to nuclear weapon free zones (NWFZ)  – the first time the 108 countries (now 113 with a Central Asian NWFZ established in 2006) had ever come together. The conference adopted a strong, forward-looking declaration which was then presented to the 2005 NPT Review Conference.

Although the conference was primarily for governments, Mexico also invited citizen organizations to participate, helping to enrich the conference with ideas and political strategy. One idea to emerge from civil society was for the establishment of a new political grouping comprising the States parties to NWFZs to work in international forums such as the UN General Assembly, Conference on Disarmament and NPT Review Conferences, in order to initiate and build political momentum for nuclear disarmament initiatives. 
Groups of parliamentarians are also helping to promote nuclear free zones.  For example PNND Council members from Tanzania, Zimbabwe and New Zealand wrote to all African governments asking them to ratify the African Nuclear Weapon Free Zone as only five more states are required before the Treaty can enter into force.  Mozambique ratified in March and there are indications that Angola, Burundi, Malawi, Namibia and Zambia will follow suit this year.  Canadian politicians are calling for an Arctic Nuclear Free Zone including, Canada, Norway, Denmark, Iceland and Finland. A group of European parliamentarians, doctors and lawyers are calling for a Central Europe zone which would include the de facto nuclear weapon free nations in Scandinavia; the Baltic States and other Central and Southern European countries including Switzerland, Austria, Luxembourg, Liechtenstein, San Marino, Andorra, Portugal, Spain and Greece. 
 A PNND Council Member introduced a draft resolution to the Israeli Knesset calling on the closure of the Dimona nuclear reactor as a confidence building measure and stepping stone towards a Middle East NWFZ. Others are calling for a nuclear free and demilitarised Korean Peninsula which would then join with Japan in a Northeast Asia NWFZ.
United Nations a Peace Forum 
I would like to finish by giving two other examples of how the United Nations is creating a forum and focus for healing and peace for the planet.  In October 2000, after intense activity by five leading international citizen organizations working with UNIFEM, the UN Security Council unanimously adopted Resolution 1325 on women, peace and security. A landmark victory, this reaffirmed the important role of women in the prevention and resolution of conflicts, peace negotiations, peace-building, peacekeeping, humanitarian response and post-conflict reconstruction. It also stressed the importance of their equal participation and full involvement in all efforts for the maintenance and promotion of peace and security.
Meanwhile, the annual UN International Day of Peace on 21 September provides an opportunity for individuals, organizations and nations to create practical acts of peace on a shared date. It also highlights the Decade for a Culture of Peace and Non-Violence for the Children of the World, 2001- 2010. Their website contains many exciting examples of young and old, rich and poor from all religions and cultures working together to celebrate peace.  
Citizen groups working on peace and disarmament issues throughout the world are now working very effectively together to influence their governments, and in turn the United Nations, to reflect the urgent calls for nuclear abolition and safer security strategies.  The partnerships between ordinary citizens and key decision makers developed during the World Court Project have helped stimulate new and invigorated groups of politicians, mayors and UN staff who see the need to work together to effect real change.

Peace Museums and libraries have a key role in this process. They can document the history of these successful campaigns and ensure that - especially in these days of email, texts and cheap phone calls - the decision-making processes, the artefacts and photographs are safely archived and accessible to future generations – not just via the internet.   This is why this conference is so important. Our young people need to hear the stories from the key participants, and see first-hand what tools were used in campaigns. This is how they become inspired to dedicate their lives to working with others to help make this planet a safer and more peaceful home for us all. 
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