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Introduction
●	Thank you for this opportunity and to the organizers.
●	My congratulations to the International Red Cross/Red Crescent Movement, the Canadian Red Cross and to Ilario personally… for the decision to act on nuclear weapons and for this resolution in particular
●	The RCRC Movement and the authoritative voice and weight of opinion on IHL and humanitarian issues that it brings is warmly welcomed into the nuclear disarmament community. The adoption of this landmark resolution is the latest of several steps in the last few years, with each step demonstrating a clearer and stronger commitment of the Movement to work toward the elimination nuclear weapons.
●	Such was our experience working with the Red Cross during the landmines campaign. – when their involvement helped to reframe the issue to the humanitarian impact of that class of weapons – what did it mean in terms of people, livelihoods and development

The Resolution in general
This resolution comes at a time when the unacceptable dangers posed by nuclear weapons have become increasingly evident, and support for their abolition is growing. The leadership of the Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement on this issue is vitally and profoundly important.

We know that there were particular individuals and societies that championed this process. The cooperation between members of the Movement and civil society organizations is worthy of note and was undoubtedly key to building the momentum for this very strong resolution. Input from and consultation with leadership from International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW) at various stages of the process helped build momentum.

Operative Paras – particularly the 3rd and 4th 
●	There are 4 operative paragraphs to the resolution:
i.	Incalculable suffering – and the lack of any adequate humanitarian reasons
ii.	[careful wording] of difficult to imagine how any use of nw could be compatible with IHL
iii.	appeals to all states … 
●	to ensure that nw are never used again 
●	to pursue, in good faith & conclude with urgency and determination, negotiations to prohibit the use of and completely eliminate NW…. 

iv.	calls on all components of the Movement…… 
●	to engage TO THE EXTENT POSSIBLE in activities to raise awareness
●	to engage TO THE EXTENT POSSIBLE in continuous dialogue with government and relevant actors on the humanitarian and IHL issues

With States
●	The unique position of the Movement and its privileged relationship with governments affords opportunities for it to engage with governments in ways beyond civil society’s usual scope, and distinct from governments-to-government relations. 
●	It is heartening to read, as noted in the resolution,  that as the nuclear debate gathers momentum, the views RCRC societies and the ICRC are being increasingly solicited by government and civil society.
●	Were the Movement to convene a meeting of representatives from like-minded states and civil society to engage in dialogue on the needed first steps or concrete actions leading to prohibition of use and elimination of nw, that would be most welcomed. 
●	There is no perfect starting point….only just a real one. 
●	What would it take for the Movement to support or even convene such a meeting? Certainly there would be civil society support and also from a number of governments. What are the obstacles to making that happen? FINANCES……??.
●	Such a meeting convened by like-minded states, hosted by Canada, started the Ottawa Process. The ICRC was there at the inner table, to the extent that ICRC President Sommaruga issued immediately a statement of support following Minister Axworthy’s offer to host a meeting to sign an international treaty before the end of the next year.
●	The question of lack of political will on the part of States, particularly NWS, to act is an important one.  Does the resolution indicate a willingness of the Movement to engage more directly in international efforts to achieve a convention? Given the unique position of RCRC societies in countries relative to governments, how will the Movement champion the IHL and humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons over political arguments? 

Within the Movement
●	It is interesting to note the consultative process that the Movement went through to develop and finalize the draft resolution – starting with like-minded societies in consultation with external civil society organizations. This is similar to the landmines experience.
●	Looking at the societies that co-sponsored the resolution we see, among others 
●	Canada
●	Understandably strong representation from the South Pacific
●	strong representation from Nordic countries
●	Iranian Red Crescent Society as a co-sponsor
●	But no support from at least 2 NWS – the US and the UK

●	What does “call on all components of the Movement” mean? Is this an appeal, is it up to each country to decide about its action or not, is there any traction from this motion to propel societies to act? More practically speaking, are there any resources within the Movement that will be dedicated to this? 
●	It is encouraging to read that Societies are taking up this issue nationally and regionally. Could such dialogue be fostered in the Middle East? Would the Movement engage, for example, in fostering dialogue between Societies such as the Iranian Red Crescent Society – who co-sponsored the resolution and the Israeli counterpart? 

The Australian Red Cross Society http://targetnuclearweapons.org.au/FAQs.html
●	The Australian Red Cross was one of the Movement members to take the lead on this. It wants to reignite the debate about nuclear weapons and educate a whole new generation of people about this crucial issue. 
●	Since the resolution it has since launched a campaign “Target Nuclear Weapons” that 
○	Has a very good Frequently Asked Questions section 
○	encourages people to vote online-- in answer to the question, 'Should the use of nuclear weapons be banned?' 847,271 on March 21st
○	obtains support and endorsements from celebrities 
○	runs public events nation-wide .e.g. 1000 paper cranes photos
○	use various forms of digital social media to engage people 

Referencing the landmine campaign in Canada, as members of civil society we worked closely with the Red Cross and benefited greatly from the commitment, creativity and wisdom of the late David Pardoe and the institutional backing that he brought. The CRC, with its high credibility and unique status, was a key player in the Mines Action Canada.


Parliamentarians for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament (PNND) is
urging its membership to
●	contact their  national section of Red Cross/Red Crescent to see what it is planning to do to implement the November resolution;
●	Submit the Red Cross/Red Crescent resolution to their parliament;

IPPNW board has 
●	made the Red Cross/Red Crescent relationship a priority for the year 
●	committed itself to redoubling their efforts to explore practical ways to work with members of the Movement together to implement its goals.
●	The Japanese affiliate has invited ICRC president Kellenberger to speak at IPPNW’s World Congress in Hiroshima in August of this year.
●	PSR met recently with the American Red Cross, which was one of only two national societies we know about that had reservations about the resolution, the British RC being the other. The British affiliate is meeting with their Red Cross Society.  Many other IPPNW affiliates are doing the same to identify how they can work together.

In terms of Next Steps
●	The societies and ICRC has done very little media work to publicize the resolution, possibly for lack of capacity in the face of too many demands on their time and resources. 
○	the resolution needs visibility. Given the enormous credibility of the Movement, its independence and its humanitarian activities, it would carry significant gravitas  to efforts to raise awareness of the seriousness of the situation and to move forward concretely
○	This could take any number of forms but a media strategy should include 
■	a letter or op-ed about the resolution and its importance sent to the Canadian Medical Assoc Journal (CMAJ), the Canadian Journal of Public Health, among others 
●	a strategy focused on decision makers would include a joint (if possible) presentation of the resolution to the Canadian government, attached to a briefing on medical and humanitarian consequences; 
●	Working with academics and civil society groups in Canada who are eager to cooperate in order to move this agenda forward. 

The resolution represents a number of things:
●	its adoption by the Council of Delegates and recognition of the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons helps to re-frame the debate – The application of IHL to nuclear weapons opens up the possibility for States to start a prohibition process
●	offers a tool to work with in order to engage governments and educate the public
●	it is a basis for optimism and it adds to the growing momentum toward the elimination of nuclear weapons 
●	and it is an important opportunity that must be maximized.

Thank you
