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FROM PROTESTING NUCLEAR 
TESTING TO SUPPORTING A BAN 
ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Nuclear disarmament

There are an estimated 19,000 nuclear weapons in the 
world, according to a 2012 report by The Stockholm 
International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI).  Of 
these 19,000 warheads, about 4000 are operational, 
the remainder are inactive or in storage. There are an 
estimated 2000 warheads on high alert all the time. 
[ILPI Conference Report No. 1, July 2013]. 

The Pacific Island countries know nuclear weapons. They 
are part of a region of the world that has experienced 
firsthand, extensive testing for the development of 
nuclear weapons - above ground (atmospheric) and 
underground.  

After the first atomic bombs were dropped on 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in Japan in 1945, the Pacific 
Ocean region of sea and islands became part of the 
nuclear age by being used as weapons testing sites. 

The current nuclear weapons states are:  (in brackets 
are the estimated number of nuclear weapons)

United States   (8,000)
Russia    (10,000)
United Kingdom   (225)
France                     (300)
China                       (240)                         
India                   (80-100)
Pakistan                (90-100)
Israel                 (80)
North Korea       (Unclear)

(Source: ILPRI 2013)

Three of these countries - United States, United 
Kingdom and France -  tested their nuclear weapons in 
the North and South Pacific region.

The Marshall Islands in the north Pacific was the site for 
United States’ tests – from 1946 -1968. 

A UN-designated Trust Territory of 2000 islands in the 
North Pacific came under United States trusteeship in 
1947. The United States declared an area it called the 
Pacific Proving Grounds to be a test site under the control 
of the Atomic Energy Commission. 105 atmospheric tests 
were conducted on Bikini and Enewetak Atolls whose 
inhabitants were relocated.  Pacific islanders lived on 
nearby surrounding islands of the United States Trust 
Territory.

•  In 1954, the notorious Bravo atmospheric test 
resulted in nuclear fallout scattering over a wider area 
than expected, including islands that were inhabited. 
Marshallese experienced direct fallout.  

•  During the decades of tests, atolls were lost in the 
blast explosions, nuclear fallout fell in the sea, Pacific 
Islanders in the then US Trust Territory were exposed to 
nuclear ash, loss of homelands, cancers and birth defects.  

Mururoa and Fangataufa atolls in Tahiti  (then referred to 
as French Polynesia), a colony in the south Pacific, were 
used for France’s tests – from 1966-1996.

•  This represents 30 years of atmospheric and 
underground tests.   France began underground tests only 
after extensive protests. 

•  The underground tests were conducted in a shaft on 
an atoll structure in the middle of the Pacific ocean –
unlike other countries’ tests underground (e.g. US or 
then USSR), which were conducted in a large continental 
land mass.  In an atoll – one of the most fragile of island 
structures 

•  If radioactive leakage occurs, it enters the sea rather 
than land and contaminates the sea-based food chain.

•  Just such a nuclear accident occurred in Mururoa in 
July 1966. A device detonated in the middle coral shaft 
rather than lower down in the basalt rock base. The 
incident produced a small tsunami, injured workers and 
produced radioactive contamination that spread as far as 
Peru and New Zealand.

•  The extent of damage from nuclear testing –to 
environment and people - has been kept hidden. 1  

•  Christmas Island in Kiribati and Maralinga in Australia 
were used by the United Kingdom for its tests in the 
1950’s.

•  Christmas Islanders were removed for the tests; in 
Maralinga, servicemen without proper clothing protection 
and indigenous peoples not warned about the tests, 
suffered radiation effects.  

In all the Pacific – island countries and populations felt 
connected to the nuclear tests elsewhere in the region 
because they shared the same sea that connected all 
the Pacific Islands to actual and potential radioactive 
damage – because nuclear fallout entering the ocean and 
food chain, affects almost all islands dependent on the 
sea as a major source of food. Migration of fish carries 
radioactive material. 

Many Pacific island countries – some independent, some 
colonies  – felt their status in the human population was 
considered neglible as the humanitarian consequences 
of the nuclear tests continued for decades, close to tiny 
island populations used by the global superpowers whose 
own countries were far from the testing. 
  
Nuclear weapons were a key issue for the Pacific Island 
countries, which felt the nuclear developments in 
their region directly and had consequences on their 
environment,  their health and that of their children and 
future generations. 

Pacific Islands: a history of Nuclear Weapons Testing

1 See: “French Nuclear tests “showered” vast area of Polynesia with Radioactivity. Declassified papers  show extent of plutonium 
fallout for French Tests in 60’s and 70’s kept hidden”, The Guardian, U.K. July 4, 2013. 
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Pacific protests against nuclear 
tests

Pacific Island countries and peoples have protested 
against nuclear weapons tests for decades.  Pacific 
island civil society organisations, church groups, trade 
unions, women’s organisations, regional institutions 
and independent Pacific Island governments, were 
united against nuclear testing. They understood what 
nuclear weapons do.  

Scientists explained the impact of nuclear fallout on 
humans and the food system. Pacific islanders, whether 
in countries close to or further from the nuclear test 
sites, felt affected by nuclear weapons testing due 
to their known and unknown risks to humans and the 
environment. 

Australia and New Zealand as part of the Pacific 
region, were also key actors in calling for an end to 
nuclear testing. Both countries led a case against 
French atmospheric testing to the International Court 
of Justice in Geneva. 

New Zealand has a long history of popular, bi-partisan 
national support for nuclear weapons free zones and 
nuclear disarmament, a leading role which it continues 
play at national and international level. 

The Pacific anti-nuclear movement which was very 
strong in the 1970’s, 80’s and 90’s as nuclear testing 
continued, has always called for a nuclear free Pacific 
and peace and independence for all states. 

Global situation  - calls for  nuclear 
disarmament 

In the last few years, momentum has been building in 
the international community of nations, for ensuring 
that the dangers of the nuclear weapons be eliminated.  
Their use – even of one weapon by any state –would 
have catastrophic humanitarian consequences that no 
country’s health, security, disaster and relief services 
will be able to respond to.

 There is growing awareness now that nuclear weapons, 
like other weapons of mass destruction, have to be 
banned and finally eliminated.

The path to a ban on nuclear weapons is not easy. But 
all countries and peoples can play a role in calling for 
a ban on nuclear weapons and steps planned for their 
eventual elimination. The threat of the use of nuclear 
weapons is no longer a national security issue but a 
threat to all humanity. 

National boundaries do not matter in a nuclear 
catastrophe. Everyone is affected. 

There were other nuclear weapons tests all over the world. 

The Soviet Union (now Russia), tested at least 456 
nuclear weapons in Eastern Kazakhstan from 1949-
1989. 

Of these, at least 120 were atmospheric tests until 
the Partial Test Ban Treaty came in force in 1963.
Kazakhstan has experienced continued negative 
effects from fallout, including birth defects and 

25-30% higher cancer rates near the test sites. 
[Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons, ILPI, 
July 2013].

Hiroshima and Nagasaki are the long term reminders 
of nuclear weapons use. 

So are Pacific nuclear tests. 

ExISTING TREATIES AND 
CONvENTIONS ON NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS

Treaties

Partial Test Ban Treaty – 1963. Banned atmospheric 
nuclear tests. This did stopped atmospheric testing by 
some states (US,UK) but not others. 

Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty – 1966. Adopted but 
not yet entered into force. 157 countries are parties to 
the treaty, 25 are signatories but have not ratified. The 
treaty requires a certain group of countries (group as 
Annex 2 states) with nuclear reactors to ratify before 
it can enter into force. Of these countries, China, 
Egypt, Iran, Israel and United States have signed but 
not ratified. India, North Korea and Pakistan have not 
signed. 

The Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty Organisation 
monitors compliance around the world. The last 
nuclear tests by nuclear armed states were: USSR 
(now Russia) in 1990, UK in 1991, US in 1992, China 
and France in 1996, India and Pakistan in 1998. North 
Korea conducted a test in February 2013.2

Non-Proliferation Treaty –NPT -  1968. Signed by nuclear 
weapons states and non-nuclear weapons states. 

Original signatories : United States, United Kingdom 
and then Soviet Union (USSR,  now Russia), then the 
main nuclear-armed states. The NPT came into force 
in 1970. China and France did not join until 1992. 

These 5 countries have the status as Nuclear Weapons 
States under the NPT. 

India, Pakistan, North Korea and Israel have nuclear 
weapons but are outside the NPT. Israel does not 
acknowledge it possesses nuclear weapons.  

The aim of the NPT: 
At the time of its development, it was to prevent 
the spread of nuclear weapons states (proliferation), 
whereby states without nuclear weapons commit to 
not developing them. 

As part of the deal, nuclear-armed states were to 
commit in good faith to reducing and eventually 
getting rid of their nuclear weapons (disarmament). 
Over time, proliferation control has outweighed 
disarmament measures in the NPT. 

The NPT objectives are to 1) prevent the spread of 
nuclear weapons to non-nuclear armed states,  2) 
promote nuclear disarmament amongst nuclear-armed 
states and 3) cooperate in the peaceful use of nuclear 
technology. 

The NPT has been criticised for being stronger on 
preventing proliferation by non-nuclear states rather 

than promoting and monitoring disarmament by the 
nuclear armed states.

The NPT has been in existence for 43 years. 
It has not been successful in promoting nuclear 
disarmament. It still presents a framework legitimising 
the possession and use of nuclear weapons as a means 
of security, whereas many states and organisations 
question this assumption that any countries have the 
right to use nuclear weapons for their security. 3 

Nuclear Weapons Free Zones 
(NWFZ)

Many regions and countries have made committments 
to be nuclear free zones.

There  are  5  NWFZ’s  and  one  Nuclear  Weapon  Free  
Territory –Mongolia (which goes to show that any state 
can make its own community resolution to ban nuclear 
weapons!). 
 
Nuclear Weapons Free Zones:   
•  Treaty of Bangkok – The Southeast Asia Nuclear 
Weapon-Free Zone 
•  Treaty of Pelindaba – African Nuclear Weapon Free 
Zone Treaty
•  Treaty of Raratonga – South Pacific Nuclear Free 
Zone Treaty
•  Treaty of Semipalatinsk – Treaty on a Nuclear-
Weapon-Free Zone in Central Asia
•  Treaty of Tlatelolco – The Prohibition of Nuclear 
Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean 
•  Nuclear Weapon Free Territory – Mongolia

In the Pacific region:
In addition, New Zealand has enacted the New 
Zealand Nuclear Free Zone, Disarmament and Arms 
Control Act of 1987, outlining its commitments to 
nuclear disarmament and to implementation of 
key international treaties on nuclear weapons and 
biological weapons and the passage of nuclear vessels 
in its waters. It is a remarkable piece of legislation; as 
is bi-partisan popular support for non-nuclearisation of 
the country.

Although NWFZ’s could be considered weak in many 
ways, they do represent a committment of 115 states 
(60%  of UN member states) to rejecting nuclear 
weapons. 

Why a Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons?
There are conventions on other weapons of mass 
destruction, e.g.

Convention on Cluster Munitions (CCM)
Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) 

There are several conventions to control and eliminate 
other dangerous weapons. Nuclear weapons do not 
yet have a specific ban.

2 Banning Nuclear Weapons, Article 36, London, February 2013, p.16.
3 There are many pluses and minuses to the NPT. For a useful summary, see: Preventing Collapse: The NPT and a Ban on Nuclear Weapons, Reaching 
Critical Will, Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, October 2013; www.reachingcriticalwill.org.
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Building up momentum – for a 
new multilateral treaty on nuclear 
disarmament

In the last few years, there have been several calls 
by the international community, for a review and 
advance on nuclear disarmament. The Red Cross/Red 
Crescent Society(ICRC) passed a resolution in 2011, 
alerting all states including nuclear weapons states to 
the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons, 
notified the world that no country in it was prepared or 
could handle a nuclear weapons disaster. This helped 
open a new discussion on disarmament. 

Joint statements by an increasing number of states 
at international meetings, have led to a growing 
momentum to consider a new framework for nuclear 
disarmament and the elimination of nuclear weapons.
These calls for nuclear disarmament supported by an 
increasing number of states, are welcome highlights 
after decades of continuous efforts by a organisations, 
individuals, professional groups, scholars, researchers 
and women’s groups across the world, calling for 
peace, nuclear disarmament and the prevention of 
war and armed conflicts.
 
The last three years have seen encouraging and even 
pathbreaking steps to discuss new measures for nuclear 
disarmament based on recognition of the humanitarian 
impacts of nuclear weapons and the catastrophic 
effects of those in existence, should they ever be used 
or accidents occur. 

Key recent events on Nuclear 
Disarmament

•  2010 Review Conference of the NPT expressed 
“deep concern at the catastrophic humanitarian 
consequences of any use of nuclear weapons.”

•  2011 Council of Delegates of the Red Cross and Red 
Crescent Movement –  passed a resolution calling for 
all states to “urgently pursue negotiations” to prohibit 
the use and “completely eliminate nuclear weapons 
through a legally binding international agreement, 
basesd on existing commitments and international 
obligations”.4

•  2012 UN General Assembly establishes an open-ended 
working group to develop proposals for forwarding 
multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations.

•  2013 in Oslo, Norway, March 4-5.  First international 
conference on the The Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear 
Weapons. Attended by 128 states, the ICRC, other 
international and UN organisations and many civil 
society representatives.  Detailed discussion of the 
humanitarian catastrophe posed by nuclear weapons. 
Mexico offers to host a second meeting in 2014.5

 
•  2013 – October 21st.  In the UN General Assembly 
First Committee (which focuses on security issues), 
a joint statement presented by the government of 
New Zealand highlighting renewed concerns in the 
international community regarding the humanitarian 
consequences of nuclear weapons and calling for 
forward movement in measures towards nuclear 
disarmament. 

The statement is signed by 125 states including 11 
Pacific Island states – making a total of 12 countries from 
the Pacific region (including New Zealand), supporting 
international calls for nuclear disarmament.

Pacific Island states - sign UN 
General Assembly joint statement 
on Nuclear Disarmament:

 •  Fiji 
 •  Kiribati 
 •  Marshall Islands 
 •  Nauru 
 •  Palau 
 •  Papua New Guinea 
 •  Samoa 
 •  Solomon Islands 
 •  Tonga 
 •  Tuvalu 
 •  Vanuatu 
 •  New Zealand* (*Initiator and presenter)

Forthcoming Conference in 2014  
Nayarit, Mexico - February 13-14.

Second international conference on The Humanitarian 
Impact of Nuclear Weapons, hosted by Mexico. To 
be attended by states, international humanitarian 
organisations and civil society organisation 
representatives and individuals committed to 
advancing a framework for measurable progress 
towards nuclear disarmament. This includes discussion 
of a new treaty that will specifically address nuclear 
weapons and their elimination.

4 See: Banning Nuclear Weapons, Article 36, London, February 2013. www.article36.org
5 See: Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons, Conference Report No. 1, July 2013, International Law and Policy Institute, Norway, 2013.

Immediate effects

The blast itself – flattens buildings, kills people in a 
large area, from ground zero to several kilometres 
away. 

Heat and fire – several million degrees at centre; 
heat and radiation causes burns and flash blindness 
several kilometres from ground zero; fires in a 
larger area, many people will be affected by serious 
burns.

Radiation – the initial radiation, large external 
doses of x-rays, gamma rays and neutrons may be 
lethal, causing death in a few days; from fallout 
affecting a large area, also spread by fires or wind.

Psychosocial impact – profound effect on people 
in and around the blast area. Traumatic and stress 
disorders immediate and in long term.  

[Survivors of Nagasaki showed the long lasting health and 
psychosocial effects of a nuclear attack. Pacific islanders, 
while not attacked, after decades, show the long term 
effects of nuclear tests in the Marshall Islands and Tahiti, 
including traumatic health effects and a deep sense of loss 
of place]. 

Damage to infrastructure – extensive; including 
to critical infrastructure – will cause additional 
problems, even in countries with well established 
health infrastructure. Systems may not function – 
hospitals, medical personnel killed, roads damaged 
and loss of electricity, food, water and general 
supply systems – may affect many countries’ abilities 
to respond to a nuclear weapons detonation.  

Long term 
humanitarian consequences:

Food security - Large areas unsafe for food 
production for a very long time.

Displacement – no living possible in direct hit area, 
and larger areas affected for very long time. 

[As a Pacific example, Bikini Islanders have not been able 
to return to their homeland atolls irradiated by nuclear 
testing. The safety levels were tested decades later and 
still found to be radioactive when people returned to the 
islands].

Economic disruption – destruction of production, 
infrastructure, communications networks; setbacks 
lasting decades in some areas can affect national 
economies; increased poverty; immediate effects – 
financial chaos. 

Environmental damage – widespread radioactive 
damage; food and water supplies unsafe, changes 
in global climate by soot generated by blast; effects 
on crop production in other countries. 

Incapacity of countries – however advanced  – to 
cope with nuclear weapons detonations. 

The International Committee of the Red Cross/
Red Crescent (ICRC) has said that effective means 
of assisting most of the survivors of a nuclear 
detonation, is “currently not available at national 
level and not feasible at international level”. [Oslo, 
Conference Report, ILPI, 2013] 

According to the ICRC, no country has the capacity to 
adequately respond to a nuclear weapons disaster. 

The hUMANITArIAN CoNseqUeNCes oF NUCleAr WeAPoNs:
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A BAN ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS

A new international treaty is wanted. 

•  To establish new norms applied to all states – nuclear and non-nuclear

•  To change the view that nuclear weapons contribute to security – but instead 

to instability and insecurity. Their use would have a catastrophic impact.

•  Nuclear Free Zones have been signed by 115 countries - so world opinion for a 

nuclear weapons free world exists

•  Nuclear disarmament is not happening under any other treaties or legal 

frameworks

So a new treaty is needed!

A NEW MULTILATERAL 
FRAMEWORk FOR NUCLEAR 
DISARMAMENT?

Non-nuclear states can take the lead in changing the 
focus of nuclear weapons on legitimising their use 
established by the nuclear-weapons states, and turn to 
what most countries want: a world safe from nuclear 
weapons, their use, storage or threat of use. 

The Humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons 
affect all peoples and countries in the world. They 
have the right to determine nuclear disarmament 
and change security concepts from deterrence, to 
elimination of dangerous nuclear weapons.

New Treaty, new disarmament 
measures, new concepts of security: 
human security for all.

A new legal instrument prohibiting nuclear weapons for 
all countries is needed. The current legal framework 
has no specific legal instrument prohibiting nuclear 
weapons. Within the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), 
disarmament commitments have not progressed at all 
compared to non-proliferation provisions.

Multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations have 
not progressed as indicated by a 15 year deadlock in 
the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. There is 
a growing recognition that a treaty banning nuclear 
weapons can and should be agreed upon,  even without 
the participation or agreement of the nuclear weapons 
states. 

Non-nuclear states have taken an increasing stand 
in expressing views on a new framework for nuclear 
disarmament. Their views on the global security 

of nations would set new standards of international 
community opinion on nuclear weapons. 

Nuclear-weapon states would be surrounded by a 
change in the international community, with a majority 
of states rejecting nuclear deterrence as a concept of 
security. 

Instead, nuclear armed states would also have to 
review their ideas of maintaining security with nuclear 
weapons and follow their international commitments 
made in the NPT to adopt nuclear disarmament. 

Why a new legal framework on 
nuclear disarmament is needed

•  An instrument to increase pressure for complete 
elimination of nuclear weapons.

•  A greater stigma attached to nuclear weapons being 
kept or considered legitimate to have for security by 
states.

•  Introducing measures exposing and restricting 
investments and profits in nuclear weapons to reduce 
their development and stigmatise involvement in.

[A recent report by IKV Pax Christi, details the financial 
investments of 298 financial institutions in 27 companies 
involved in production of nuclear weapons. Many of these 
institutions are based in non-nuclear weapon states.] 6

•  Creating an environment where nuclear weapons 
become problematic including within the framework 
of military cooperation and joint exercises.

• Creating a more powerful (non-nuclear) 
international community under a framework of new 
treaty for nuclear disarmament, to work for complete 
elimination of nuclear weapons.

6 IKV Pax Christi and International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN),”Don’t Bank on the Bomb: A Global Report on the Financing of 
Nuclear Weapons Producers”, October 2013.

PACIFIC ISLANDS AND NUCLEAR 
DISARMAMENT

Pacific Island states in the north and south Pacific can 
identify with calls for nuclear disarmament. Nuclear 
weapons have caused known and untold damage in 
their region due to nuclear testing.

The effects of Pacific nuclear weapons testing are 
still being felt. In the areas close to the testing sites, 
displacement, psychosocial stress, loss of heritage, 
environmental degradation, increased cases of cancers 
and birth defects including the birth of stillborn 
babies, have all be experienced by Pacific Islanders for 
decades. 

Women in Tahiti and Marshall Islands have spoken at 
Pacific women’s meetings, on the impact of nuclear 
testing on their peoples and children’s health. 
Reproductive cancers and reports of deformed “jelly” 
babies, were reported by Pacific women at several 
regional meetings. 

Make statements by your country 
on nuclear disarmament

Eleven (11) Pacific Island states signed the Joint 
Statement on nuclear disarmament in the UN General 
Assembly First Committee in October 2013.

Pacific Island governments continue to make statements 
on nuclear weapons in their countries. The Marshall 
Islands has made strong statements in international 
meetings on nuclear disarmament, referring to its 
firsthand history of nuclear weapons testing. 

The still-colonised country of Tahiti – never forgets its 
nuclear testing experience – and carries the burden of 
the Pacific Islands legacy of nuclear testing.
 
Pacific Island countries – however small in size – have a 

big voice to use in joining the international community 
now in calls for nuclear disarmament and a new treaty 
to ban nuclear weapons. 

We urge Pacific countries and civil society organisations 
to continue to make national and regional statements 
and join in international efforts to bring about a new 
treaty that will ban nuclear weapons and lead to their 
elimination.

The Pacific Islands have a unique (unhappy) experience 
of nuclear weapons testing. We, as independent states 
and members of the global community, can use that 
experience to raise our voices now, strongly, for 
nuclear disarmament.

The Pacific anti-nuclear movement and network, 
has a long history of working for a nuclear free and 
independent Pacific. 

Pacific women’s organisations and individuals in many 
Pacific Island countries played a leading role in their 
countries peace, independence and anti-nuclear 
movements.  

Pacific women’s meetings for decades – supported 
banning nuclear weapons and have carried the nuclear 
issue from the Pacific to the international arena – in 
many forums. 

RECENT iteration of Pacific women’s commitments 
to nuclear disarmament, peace and human security 
issues were made at:-

•  SPC Women’s Triennial Meeting, Cook Islands, 2013.

•  WACC Pacific Call to Action – “Let us Remember July 
2nd. 30 year Legacy of Nuclear Testing on Mururoa and 
Fangataufa” - 2012.

•  Womens perspectives in Regional Action Plan of 
Women, Peace and Security.
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PACIFIC WOMEN’S vOICES

Linda Maea Tematua Pautu, a survivor of nuclear weapons testing in Tahiti, has pleaded that 
the nuclear experience not be forgotten by the Pacific: 

Herstory: 

South Pacific - Murorua and Fangataufa

“..under our feet, under our lagoons and above our heads, how many times our bellies have 
suffered violations, without anyone concerned about us! …We are the children from here! 
From our islands and our countries that we love.  I invite you to stand and move forward 
together for the liberation of the Pacific.”

 Linda Maea Tematua Pautu, (Ariipeehia vahine-Traditional name)  
Born in Tahiti,  August 13, 1958.  
Anti-nuclear activist since 1975. 

North Pacific -  Bikini and Enewetak:

“The Bikinians did not know that they would be homeless forever.” 

“Since then, they have suffered endless health problems, thyroid cancers, deformed babies, 
“jellyfish” babies. Women in labour have given birth to jellyfish babies, they are born and 
still breathing. Ten have been born on the island…Thyroid cancers - people are sent to New 
York, Guam for surgeries, there is no explanation. Two thirds of the islands have been used. 
We cannot go fishing to get food.”

Darlene Keju Johnson. 
Born in Marshall Islands, 1951. 

Pacific health pioneer, champion for nuclear survivors. 
 Died 1996. Age 45. Diagnosed with cancer 1991.

Marshall Islands activist and leader. 

Address to 1983 World Council of Churches Meeting, Vancouver, Canada.7 

           “We are a victim of the nuclear age. Don’t become a victim.”
Darlene Keju Johnson.

7 See: Johnson, Giff, Darlene Keju: “Pacific health pioneer, champion for nuclear survivors”, Charleston, USA, 2013

FemlINKPacific

Mission statement:

To promote the full implementation of UN Security 
Council Resolution 1325 (women, peace and security) 
and of women, peace and human security concerns of 
Pacific Island countries. 

“We exist to empower women and communities by giving 
them a voice to fully participate in decisionmaking for 
equality, development and peace”. 

FemLINKPacific continues to amplify the call for 
decision making to be inclusive and accountable 
to the diversity and resilience of women, as well as 
ensure compliance with international conventions and 
treaties.

FemlinkPacific connections 

The Pacific Plan of Action: Women, Peace and Security 
2012, is committed to conflict prevention. 

FemLINKPacific is the Pacific member of the Global 
Partnership for Conflict Prevention (GPPAC) and a 
partner in the International Campaign to Abolish 
Nuclear Weapons (ICAN).
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