UNITED NONVIOLENT NATIONS (UN2)

A SCENARIO TO REFORM THE U.N. AND
BANISH NUCLEAR WEAPONS BY THE YEAR 2015

Imagine most of the 180-odd non-nuclear(i] states of the world, on their own, without the permission of the
superpowers, coming together to create a serious coalition of nonviolent, non-aggressive nations, proud to be
non-nuclear, and committed to the worldwide elimination of WMDs.

Imagine anon-nuclear host country (Japan? Switzerland? Canada? Australia? Spain? a Nordic country?)[ii]
inviting the foreign ministers of nearly all 180 other non-nuclear states to a meeting to create and celebrate this
new alliance of countries fully committed to nuclear sanity, non-aggression, and nonviolent dispute resolution.
Their new charter could include the best of the present UN charter, adding the most needed reforms, like an
effective “Emergency Peace Service” and a strong International Criminal Court. It would no longer favor the
nuclear superpowers that currently dominate the Security Council and exercise exclusive veto power.

This new, nonviolent coalition might call itself the “United Nonviolent Nations” (UN2). Full membership
would be offered only to non-nuclear states, although nuclear states could have observer status until they
disarmed or began a UN2-monitored disarmament process. Its 180-odd member states would refocus their
humanitarian and other development programs through leaner, more accountable UN2 agencies.

The UN2 could pursue its objectives resolutely either within the present UN or independently, from its own

headquarters in the non-nuclear host country. The member states of the new UN2 would:

a. establish favorable trading agreements with other UN2 states, and use their collective weight in international
trade, markets, and raw materials to pressure nuclear states to abandon their WMDs;

b. work collectively by all available economic, diplomatic, and cultural means (including grassroots mobilizing,
and media blitzes) to isolate nuclear states, conceivably even using trade and air travel embargoes;

c. in general force the issues of nuclear and other WMD disarmament and nonviolent dispute resolution in the
interest of the world’s children and grandchildren—indeed, all humankind—>by actively marginalizing the
minority of states which still cling to these abominable relics of anti-population warfare.

If successful, thisinitiative will lead the nuclear states to see the wisdom (the urgency) of dismantling and
destroying all nuclear weapons. It will ultimately induce them to join a new, more humane, more egalitarian
world order, represented by the UN2 charter—a framework worthy of the 21% century.

Creative nonviolence is at the heart of this proposal. The international confrontation of the minority (eight,
including Israel, India, and Pakistan—perhaps nine or ten if N. Korea and Iran go nuclear) by the majority (181)
could be our best and last hope for achieving world nuclear disarmament. Carefully orchestrated, strong, non-
violent words and actions, such as boycotts and media blitzes, could create conditions of intolerable isolation
for any and al nuclear nations, including aspiring ones. But time is of the essence!

Creating a new UN2 organization could send the necessary message to all actual and potential nuclear states:
“Arm at your peril. Y ou will lose more than you gain. The nations of the world will reject your goods, your
services, and your leadership.” Were this all to occur, verifiable nuclear disarmament might be accomplished

within five to ten years.
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' Non-nuclear in this document refers only to nuclear weapons, not to nuclear power for peaceful purposes.
" The eventua host country could even bethe U.K., France, or Indiaif one of them would kindly surprise the world soon by
unilateraly ridding itself of WMDs. (Imagine the consegquences in terms of good will, media attention, and moral authority!)



