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Re: 2018.HL26.1, Re-affirming the City of Toronto as a Nuclear Weapons-Free Zone
   If any death occurs in the future as a result of the production, storage, testing, or military use of nuclear weapons, then actions toward nuclear disarmament could correctly be named in retrospect as a key measure that could have been taken to avert the catastrophe. Nuclear disarmament is an ultimate example of a preventative approach to public health.
   Before I continue, I’d like to acknowledge that Toronto, a site of human activity since time immemorial, is in the Dish with One Spoon territory.
 This territory, like every other, now lies in the deep shadow of the nuclear umbrella. In order to peaceably care for and share the resources around the Great Lakes, we must (among other things) face the reality of the dangers posed from outside this region and confront them accordingly.
   Because we live in a world in which the atom has been split, the responsibility to move toward nuclear disarmament is a collective responsibility that befalls us all and which must be discharged to the extent possible in our personal and professional spheres. I would like to outline a few steps that can be taken in that direction in Toronto’s municipal health landscape.
   Toronto professes to be a Nuclear Weapons-Free Zone. My friend asked me yesterday if there were a danger of that not being the case. He meant to ask, I think, whether there’s a danger of intact nuclear warheads arriving in our midst. Inshallah the existing warheads do remain intact. But unfortunately, in practice, nuclear weapons are a radical, terrible equalizer: geographical space means less than it did before 1945; boundaries cannot be enforced. The destruction is indiscriminate.
   That being the case, existential threat is not on our radar—except, largely, for the demands placed on us by our material constraints, as the other important theme of this meeting, deaths due to poverty and lack of shelter, illustrates. We live at Victoria Park, along the Bathurst bus line, not in the realm of international diplomacy. But in the event of an adverse nuclear event anywhere in the world, Toronto would shudder. Our community is diverse and has roots spanning the globe. So in order to work toward health with the breadth required by our modern situation, professional and governmental bodies concerned with health, both human and environmental, ought to apply pressure wherever possible to move toward a security climate that is not predicated on the spectre of mass annihilation. To adopt the title of Nuclear Weapons-Free Zone does little; to remain a NWFZ in more than name, however, is to have the people of Toronto on board, actively demanding a world without nuclear warheads. 
   Thinking about the federal political landscape, one problem is that NATO’s doctrine of deterrence is a required catechism for club members and hence would require more diplomatic capital to negotiate around than Canada currently possesses. A level of political consensus will need to be reached regarding the irrationality of the security apparatus we depend on. This consensus has been achieved in other places, and the federal level need not come first. In the past several years, countries such as Norway, Austria, and Mexico have taken firm stances toward nuclear disarmament, with cities hosting large public gatherings alongside the governments’ participation in UN affairs. Under the banner of the movement to preempt the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons, many actors have raised a chorus for the abolition of nuclear weapons. Toronto can do the same. It is this steady, widespread grassroots pressure that will eventually secure a world without nuclear weapons and the cataclysmic threat to human and environmental life that they pose. That is, if we make it in time.
   That’s where we come in. In the City of Toronto, action could take a few forms. The city’s educational, artistic, and cultural spaces are vibrant. Could you recommend that the library host a speaker series about existential threats? Eric Schlosser’s Command and Control is but one recent book that outlines the precarity of life under the nuclear umbrella. Could secondary civics or health education stand to be updated for the nuclear age? Could the Board of Health be the instigator? I would also like to propose that the Board of Health devote some of its advocacy resources to persuading political affiliates to recognize the urgency of the task. Specifically, please pressure City Council to vote to urge the federal government to ratify the UN Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, and to align itself with the humanitarian impact movement. Dismantling the global nuclear apparatus is an enormous task, but it’s one for which the work is shared among many actors at many levels—including us.
   In summary, if nuclear disarmament does not seem to be among the key priorities of municipal health governance, that is only because we have lost sight of the incomprehensibly grave nature of the threat. Going forward, I urge you to consider how, on behalf of the city’s people, nuclear disarmament may continue to find its way onto your agenda.
   Thank you.
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