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I am pleased to be representing the Pacific Campaign for Disarmament & Security (PCDS) at today's Consultations.  2005 marks our 20th year of working for peace in the Asia-Pacific region.  Our imperative has been to turn the often Euro-centric perspective of North Americans westward to give Asia-Pacific security issues their rightful attention.  Although our stationery sports offices in Yokohama, San Diego and Denman Island, BC, PCDS is, in fact, a modest, low-budget and lean core at the centre of a larger network spanning the vast reaches of the Asia-Pacific.

Currently we are focusing on three main issues:

1. We are tracking and analyzing the implications to the Asia-Pacific of the radically shifting US Global Military Posture which is currently under review by both the Pentagon and by the Overseas Base Commission that was established by Congress in 2003.

2. We are continuing to monitor the evolution of the ASEAN Regional Forum, the Asia-Pacific's sole high-level security body.  In particular, we are looking at the challenges and opportunities it may afford to address Northeast Asia security, specifically nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation. 

3. Finally, we continue to explore alternative non-military security arrangements for the Asia-Pacific. In particular, we are in our ninth year of work to advance a proposal for a Northeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone - the focus of my comments today.

This is not the first time I have raised this proposal at these Consultations, so some might suggest that I am singing a tired song, an "oldie."  But, in fact, we consider it more than ever, "an oldie, but a goodie."  A recent paper published by the Weapons of Mass Destruction Commission, headed by Hans Blix, suggests that, "A Northeast Asia NWFZ should be considered as one possible piece of a 'grand bargain' to resolve the nuclear crisis on the Korean Peninsula."1

In one of my handouts today (a briefing paper on a NEA-NWFZ), we outline the status of existing and potential nuclear weapon-free zones.  As graphically depicted on the handout's final page, much of the globe is already in NWFZ status.  A Northeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone, in particular, is not a new idea.  In the text of the handout, we discuss the evolution of some of the thinking on this subject.

Although we often hear about a nuclear weapon-free Korean Peninsula, we believe such an arrangement is insufficient for easing tensions in the region and guaranteeing long-term security.  Without going into technicalities here, we are proposing a Three-Plus-Three Arrangement, which is particularly sensitive to the historical realities of the region, in that the arrangement includes Japan. It proposes a trilateral treaty among the core nations of Japan, and North and South Korea with protocols providing negative security assurances (NSAs) by the three neighbouring nuclear weapons states - China, Russia and the United States. 

What's changed from my comments at past Consultations is the fact that in the past year the proposal has moved from the theoretical to the practical.  An actual "Model Treaty," developed by NGOs, is now in hand.  In a second handout, I am providing Draft 4 of the "Model Treaty" along with its accompanying "Notes." It is highly technical and clearly a work-in-progress with a number of unresolved issues and areas that require refinement.  The Draft Treaty is currently being circulated for comment and we invite your feedback.  

The proposal has garnered interest by the press.  For example, an article about the proposal appeared in Shanghai's Oriental Morning Post in July of last year. In Japan, the Model Treaty has been reported in the Asahi, the Mainichi and in Kanagawa newspapers. Notably, last November, Ronza, a monthly magazine from Asahi-Shinbun, carried a full article with excerpts from the "Model Treaty" along with comments by Chinese and South Korean scholars. There has also been some political interest.  For example, in Japan, the first major question in the House of Councilors (Senate) this year by the DPJ, Japan's largest opposition party, referenced the NEA-NWFZ proposal based upon our idea of a three-plus-three arrangement.

A number of activities on the issue are being planned.  For example:

1.   In cooperation with the Civil Network for Peaceful Korea  (Seoul), a booklet on the Treaty in both Korean and Japanese versions will be published at the end of this month.  An initial run of 4000 copies will be distributed to key opinion makers, journalists, citizens and parliamentarians in both South Korea and Japan.  

2.  On May 10, a third workshop on this subject is planned at the UN during the NPT Review Conference.  Given that this year marks the 60th anniversary of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, many first and second generation Hibakushas will be at the Conference, thus the title of this year's workshop "Hibakushas call for a Northeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone -- Testimonies and Youth Actions." 

3. Workshops on the subject have already been held in China and Seoul, and additional ones will be held again in Seoul and Japan later this year.

4. PCDS and the Peace Depot (Japan) have submitted a proposal to host a seminar and media event on the NWFZ proposal at next year's World Peace Forum in Vancouver. 

The foregoing begs the question: Is there a role for Canada in all of this? At past Consultations, I submitted a long wish list of things Canada might do to lend momentum to this positive initiative. Having consulted with colleagues across the Pacific before I came today, I want to concentrate on two options that are low-risk, low-cost and do-able.

1. We request that Canada host an informal meeting involving expert representatives from the core Treaty states - Japan, North and South Korea - to discuss the Model Treaty.

2. We request that Canada take advantage of its participation at the ASEAN Regional Form (ARF) by capitalizing on the ARF's existing mechanisms that allow for participating states to initiate meetings/seminars/conferences under the auspices of the Intersessional Groups on Confidence Building Measures at the Track I and/or Track II level.  Capitalizing on NGO work in the field, Canada could initiate such an event specific to alternative security mechanisms in the Asia-Pacific, focusing on the NWFZ option. 

________________
Notes: 

1.   Scott Parrish & Jean du Preez, "Nuclear Weapon Free Zones: Still a Useful Disarmament and Non-Proliferation Tool?," Weapons of Mass Destruction Commission, No.6, 2004
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