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Takeshi Araki

Hitoshi Motoshima

Delegates from 100 cities in 23 countries — 67 cities in 22 foreign coun-
tries and 33 Japanese local governments — joined in the Ist World Con-
ference of Mayors for Peace through Inter-city Solidarity held in Hiroshima
and Nagasaki cities August 5-9, 1985.

For the two host cities committed to the maintenance of inter-city ties in
paving the way for the total abolition of nuclear weapons, the assemblage
proved itself to be a truly rewarding undertaking. Our heartfelt thanks go to
the delegates and all others who helped to bring it to such a great success.

Both Hiroshima and Nagasaki have for many years been calling for the
eradication of nuclear arms. Our call has generated affirmative responses
from many cities of the world; it has been reinforced by a worldwide rise of
sympathetic public opinions.

The reasons of our anxiety remain, however. Despite our efforts,
nuclear tests are still being forced.

It was under these circumstances that the conference was opened on the
theme of ‘“Toward the Total Abolition of Nuclear Weapons — Roles of
Cities in the Nuclear Age.”

The Hiroshima session of the meeting heard presentations from 10 cities
and panel discussions were held to seek ways in which we work for peace.

In Nagasaki, 19 cities delivered reports, and invigorated exchange of
opinions and discussions followed among municipal representatives who ex-
plored ways of eternal peace.

At the end of the discussions were adopted Hiroshima and Nagasaki Ap-
peals that pointed to the urgency of the abolition of nuclear weapons. Also
adopted was the ‘‘Policy Toward the Third Special Session of the U.N.
General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament,’”” which was forwarded to the
secretary general of the world body asking for its sustained efforts.

The five-day meeting produced great achievements. It immeasurably
enhanced the inter-city solidarity and engineered the creation of a collective
awareness of the importance of the roles cities could play toward world
peace.

We believe that activities will be stepped up for inter-city solidarity aim-
ed at the elimination of nuclear weapons in many parts of the world. We
would be very happy if this publication could find any use for the promotion
of such activities.

Takeshi Araki Hitoshi Motoshima
Mayor of Hiroshima Mayor of Nagasaki
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PROGRAM

August 4th (Sun.)

11:00-21:00 Registration
18:00-20:00 Dinner
20:15-21:00 Briefing

August 5th (Mon.)

8:00 Visit the Peace Memorial Park
-Monument of Peace Memorial City (Memorial Cenotaph)
-Hiroshima Peace Memorial Museum

10:00 Opening Ceremony (Hiroshima City Auditorium)
-Annuouncement of the Opening
Itsuki Matsui Chairman, Hiroshima-Nagasaki Committee to Promote
Appeal for Peace
-Welcome Speech
Takeshi Araki Mayor of Hiroshima
-Congratulatory Address
Jan Martenson Under-Secretary-General, Dept. of Disarmament
United Nations
Toranosuke Takeshita Governor of Hiroshima Prefecture
Masaaki Myojo Chairman of Hiroshima Municipal Assembly

10:35 -Keynote Address
Alfonso Garcia-Robles
Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Mexico to the Conference on Dis-
armament, A Nobel Peace Prize Laureate
Soedjatmoko President of United Nations University

11:50 -Commemorative Concert
‘“Hiroshima’’ Music by J.I. Tején, Words by E. Blunden
Elisabeth University of Music

12:55 Lunch . (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 14F, Sanyo, Seto)

14:30 Plenary Session I (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 2F, Kujaku)
‘‘Hiroshima and Nagasaki: Consequence of nuclear war”’
Coordinator: Michio Nagai Senior Advisor to the Rector,
United Nations University
-Keynote Address
Seiji Imahori President of Hiroshima Women’s University
Itsuzo Shigematsu Chairman, Radiation Effects Research Foundation
Tatsuichiro Akizuki Director General, Nagasaki Foundation for the Promotion
of Peace
Akihiro Takahashi Program Director, Hiroshima Peace Culture
Foundation
-Questions and answers

16:45 Meeting with A-bomb Survivors (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 1F, Rose and 8F, Momiji)
18:45 Welcome Reception hosted by Mayor of Hiroshima (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 2F, Kujaku)
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August 6th (Tues.)

7:45
9:10
11:30
13:00

14:40

16:30

17:00
18:30

Hiroshima Peace Memorial Ceremony (Peace Memorial Park)

Hiroshima City Tour
Lunch (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 14F, Sanyo, Seto)

Plenary Session 11 (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 2F, Kujaku)
““‘What can be done by cities to promote nuclear disarmament?”’
Coordinator: Michio Nagai
-Reports from ten cities—how to approach peace
-Questions and answers

Panel Discussion
Coordinator: Michio Nagai
Panelists: Toshiyuki Toyoda Professor, Meiji Gakuin University
Toru Yano Professor, Kyoto University
Douglas W. Sutherland Mayor, Sydney
Herbert Schmalstieg Mayor, Hannover

Hiroshima Appeal Takeshi Araki Mayor of Hiroshima

Press Conference (Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 2F, Kujaku)

Party Cruise (aboard the ‘‘Galaxy’’)

August 7th (Wed.)

Transfer Conference location to Nagasaki.

9:00
9:00

14:06
15:04

19:00

Departure from Hiroshima Grand Hotel (Ist group)
Departure from ANA Hotel Hiroshima (2nd group)
(through Hiroshima Grand Hotel) (2nd group)

“Bullet Train>’ and Express train

Arrival at Nagasaki

Welcome Reception hosted by Mayor of Nagasaki
(Nagasaki Grand Hotel, B1, Banquet Hall Room)

Program 9

August 8th (Thurs.)

9:00

9:20

12:00
13:30

13:45

14:45
19:00

Welcome Speech
Hitoshi Motoshima Mayor of Nagasaki
Congratulatory Address
Isamu Takada Governor of Nagasaki Prefecture
Kimihiko Nakashima Chairman of Nagasaki City Council

(Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

Plenary Session III
‘‘Roles of cities to attain peace’’
Coordinator:
Soichi lijima President of Nagoya University
-Reports from 19 cities—how to approach peace. (—coffee break—)
-Discussions

(Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

Lunch (Parkside Hotel 4F, Chohoden)
Movie “‘The Atomic Bomb in Nagasaki’’ (Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

Reports of A-bomb experiences (Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

-Questions and answers
Visit the Nagasaki International Culture Hall (Atomic Bomb Museum)

Dinner (Nagasaki Grand Hotel B1, Banquet Hall)

August 9th (Fri.)

10:30
12:30
15:00

15:10

15:20

16:00
19:00

Nagasaki Peace Memorial Ceremony (Peace Park)
Lunch (Nagasaki Grand Hotel B1, Banquet Hall)

Nagasaki Appeal
Hitoshi Motoshima Mayor of Nagasaki

(Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

Policy toward the Third Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly
Devoted to Disarmament
Takeshi Araki Mayor of Hiroshima

Closing Ceremony
-Closing Speech
Takeshi Araki Mayor of Hiroshima
Hitoshi Motoshima Mayor of Nagasaki
-Address of thanks
Representatives of the participating cities
-Announcement of the closing of the Conference
Masakazu Miyagawa Deputy Mayor of Nagasaki

(Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

Press Conference (Nagasaki City Peace Hall)

Farewell Party (Restaurant Chisan)
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— Program for Accompanying Guests —
(Spouses’ Program)

We have prepared an itinerary for the accompanying guests so that they may get to
know something of the natural features, lifestyles and culture of Japan.

Hiroshima

August 5th (Mon.)
15:00 Ueda-Ryu-Wafudo
| Tea Ceremony; Stroll
16:00 through a Japanese Garden
16:30 Miyabi
| Kimono Show
17:30

August 6th (Tues.)
7:45 Peace Memorial Ceremony

9:10 City Tour

13:15 Cruise to Miyajima Island

I

13:35 Sightseeing and Shopping in
Miyajima

15:45 Cruise to Ujina Port

Nagasaki

August 8th (Thur.)

9:30

10:40
11:30

12:00

|
13:00

13:40

|
14:30

Aino Observation Platform

Unzen National Park
Stroll around Hot Springs

Lunch at Hotel Toyo-kan

Visit Shimabara Castle,

August 9th (Fri.)

9:05

10:30
I
11:45

13:30
I

15:00

15:15

15:45

Visit Nagasaki International
Culture Hall (Atomic Bomb
Museum)

Peace Memorial Ceremony

Lunch at Japanese Restaurant
““Kagetsu’’, seeing Japanese
Dance

Visit Chinese Temple
“Sofukuji”’

Visit Glover Garden and Qura
Catholic Church

PARTICIPANTS’ LIST
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AUSTRALIA
Ashfield
Mr. Lewis Herman, Mayor
Mrs. Cecile G. Herman
Canterbury
Mr. Kevin J. Moss, Mayor
Lismore
Mr. Robert W. Scullin, Mayor
Mrs. Margaret Scullin
Mr. Craig Scullin
Mr. Byron C. Stevens, Town Clerk
Mrs. Yasuko Stevens
Preston
Mr. Alan L.P. Hogan, Mayor
Sunshine
Mr. Ian Mcd. Mill, Mayor
Mrs. Marie L. Mill
Sydney
Mr. Douglas W. Sutherland, Lord
Mayor
Wolongong
Mr. Bill Mowbray, Deputy Lord Mayor
Mr. Robert Gray, Chief Clerk

AUSTRIA
St. Ulrich
Mr. Thaddaiis Steinmayr, Mayor
Mrs. Ingeborg Steinmayr

BELGIUM
Antwerpe
Mr. G. De Corte, Alderman

CANADA
Ottawa
Mrs. Marion Dewar, Mayor
Ms. Vera T. Pantalone
Terrace
Mr. George Clark, Alderman
Mr. Fred MacDonald, Alderman
Vancouver
Mr. Michael F. Harcourt, Mayor

CHINA
Beijing
Mr. Fu Lin Sun, Deputy Mayor
Ms. Yu Gan, Deputy Section-chief
Foreign Affairs Office
Mr. Chuan Shi

Chengdu

" Mr. Maozhou Hu, Mayor

Mr. Bing Kai

Mr. Zhanguo Liu, Deputy Section-
chief of Chengdu Foreign Affairs
Office

Chongging

Mr. Yang Xiao, Mayor

Mr. Dong Hui Zhang, Deputy Direc-
tor, Foreign Affairs Office

Mr. Sifeng Wei, Deputy Division Chief
Foreign Affairs Office

Fuzhou

Mr. Yongshi Hong, Mayor

Mr. Baiying Gao, Vice President of
Chinese People’s Assn. for Friend-
ship with Foreign Countries

Mr. Xueding Huang, Interpreter

Hangzhou

Mr. Boxi Zhong, Mayor

Mr. Jinxi Wang, Deputy Chief of the
Sister City Relation Sec. of Foreign
Affairs Office

Ta-lien

Mr. Fu Hai Wei, Mayor

Mr. Qing Liang Tong, Deputy Section-
chief, Foreign Affairs Office

Mr. Yong Yu Shao, Interpreter

FRANCE

Aubagne

Mr. Daniel Fontaine, Le Premier Maire
Adjoint

Mrs. Josette Fontaine

Mrs, Miho Cibot-Shimma, President

de DlInstitut Hiroshima-Nagasaki-
France

Verdun

Mr. Jacques Barat-Dupont, Mayor

Ms. Jacqueline Antoine, Chargée de
Mission & I’Industrialisation

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC

Berline

Mr. Erhard Krack, Mayor

Mr. Georg Sommer, Advisor
Mr. Bernhard Kécher, advisor
Dresden

Mr. Gerhard Schill, Lord Mayor
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Magdeburg
Mr. Werner Herzig, Lord Mayor

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF

Frankfurt am Main

Dr. Hans-Jiirgen Moog, Mayor

Mrs. Moog

Hannover

Mr. Herbert Schmalstieg, Lord Mayor

Mrs. Uta Schmalstieg

Dr. Karl-Ernst Bungenstab, Kultur-und
Sport-dezernent

Lemgo

Mr. Reinhard Wilmbusse, Mayor

Mr. Wolfgang Fabian, Stellvertre-
tender Biirgermeister

Mr. Helmut Hollinder, Landesver-
bandsvorsteher

ITALY

Campegine

Mr. Pierangelo Orlandini, Mayor

Mr. Nelson Marmiroli

Cassino

Mr. Vincenzo Mattei, Mayor

Mr. Antonio Ferraro

Mr. Giuseppe Carello

Cernobbio

Mr. Enrico Liron, Mayor

Mr. Bruno Getti, City Council Member

Como

Mr. Claudio Bianchi, Alderman

Mr. Mino Noseda, City Council
Member

Mr. Gianstefano Buzzi, City Council
Member

Marzabotto

Mr. Dante Cruicchi, Mayor

Pistoia

Dr. Luciano Pallini

Reggio Emilia

Mr. Giordano Gasparini, Alderman

Sesto San Giovanni

Mr. Biagi Liberato, Mayor

Mr. Locati Ambrogio

Torino

Mr. Giuseppe Lodi, City Council
Member

JORDAN
Amman
Mr. Ismael Armouti, Deputy Mayor
Mr. Al-Hadeed

MEXICO
Acapulco
Mr. Alfonso Argudin Alcarz, Mayor

NETHERLANDS
Amsterdam

Mrs. Tineke Van den Klinkenberg,

Alderman
Mr. Martin Diemer
Arnhem
Mr. G.J. Polderman, Councillor
Middelburg
Mr. M. Vinke
Mr. Van der Sloot
Rotterdam

Mr. Henk Van der Pols, Deputy

Mayors

SPAIN
Guernica
Mr. Juan Luis Z. Arronategui
Mr. Ignacio M.E. Monteberria

SRI LANKA

Nuwara Eliya

Mr. Edmund S. Rajapakse, Mayor
Mrs. Pushpa P. Rajapakse

Mr. David Balasooriya

SWITZERLAND

Geneve
Mr. Roger Dafflon, Deputy Mayor

SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC

Damascus

Mr. Hisham Shammout, Vice President
Executive Board of Damascus City

Mr. Sameer Al-Dawoody, Director
Financial Dept.

Quneitra

Ms. Hassan Al-Sakka, Mayor

Mr. Muhammed-Kheir Faiz Eid, Direc-
tor Mayor’s Office

U.S.S.R.

Kiev

Mr. Evgenii A. Yasinski, Deputy
Mayor

Mr. Anatoli I. Gritsenko

Mr. Alksei A. Peshii

Mr. Takashi Yasui

Mr. Kazuyoshi Fujita

Yilnius

Mr. Kazys V. Kachonas, First vice-
Chairman of the Municipal Ex-
ecutive Committee of the Town
Vilnius

Volgograd

Mr. Vladimir I. Atopov, Mayor

Mr. Nikolai G. Sidorov

Mr. Nikolai I. Loktionov

UNITED KINGDOM

Coventry

Mr. William McKernan, Lord Mayor
Mr. John F. Wattes

Edinburgh

Mr. John H. McKay, Lord Provost
Mr. William Rae, Press Officer
Glasgow

Mr. Robert Gray, Lord Provost

Mrs. Mary Gray

Lambeth

Mr. Lloyd Leon, Mayor

Mrs. Ann Leon

Manchester

Mrs. Rhona Graham, City Councillor
Ms. Anna Wilkins

Newport

Mr. Cyril Summers, Mayor, Councillor

U.S.A

Carmel-by-the-Sea

Mrs. Charlotte F. Townsend, Mayor

Hilo

Mr. Dante K. Carpenter, Mayor

Mrs. Olan Carpenter

Irvine

Mr. Larry A. Agran, City Council
Member

Mrs. Phyllis F. Agran

Mr. Kenneth D. Agran

Ms. Lena Friedman

Marina

Mr. Robert T. Ouye, Charter
Councilman

Palo Alto

Mr. Michael H. Shuman

Mr. Julius Margolis

Mrs. Doris Margolis

Philadelphia

Dr. William M. Evan

Sacramento

Mrs. Anne Rudin, Mayor

Dr. Edward Rudin

Ms. Barbara Weidner

Saratoga

Mrs. Virginia L. Fanelli, Mayor

Mr. Dominic A. Fanelli

Takoma Park

Mr. Sam Abbott, Mayor

VIET NAM

Ho Chi Minh

Mr. Nguyen Vo Danh, Vice Chairman
of the People’s Commiittee

Mr. Nguyen Chon Trung

Mr. Tran Van Tao

YEMEN ARAB REPUBLIC

San’a

Mr. Yehya Ali Al-Eryany, Mayor’s
Assistant

Mr. Fuad Al-Eutaih

Mr. Abd El-Karim Al-Goby

Mr. Hussin H. Al-Gorbany

ZAMBIA

Lusaka

Mr. M.C. Sata, Mayor

Mr. N.J. Mapala, District Executive
Secretary

Mr. H. Daka, Councillor
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JAPAN

Fuchu

Hideo Urakami, Mayor

Tadashi Taguchi, Chief of Mayor’s
Office

Fuchu-cho

Kihei Yamada, Mayor

Yoshiaki Keitoku, Chief of the General
Affairs Dept.

Fujisawa

Shun Hayama, Mayor

Kikuo Mitsuhashi, Chief, Liaison Of-
fice of the Mayor

Hachioji

Shigeo Hatano, Mayor

Shoji Sekine, Chief of Secretariat
Section

Hirakata

Kazuo Kitamaki, Mayor

Mitsuaki Hatanaka, Head Asst. of
Secretary Section

Minoru Nishikawa. Deputy Mayor

Hiroshima Prefecture

Toranosuke Takeshita, Governor

Seizo Inada, Section Chief Secretary

Itabashi Borough

Keizo Kurihara, Mayor

Shigeru Kinoshita, Chief, General Af-
fairs Section

Kawasaki

Saburo Ito, Mayor

Shoichi Akiyama, Director, Bureau of
Citizens

Shuichi Osamura

Kita-kyushu

Gohei Tani, Mayor

Kiyoshi Miyamoto, Chief, Secretary
Section

Masakatsu Hayashi

Kobe

Takumi Yasuyoshi, Treasurer

Kenji Kobayashi, Assistant to Director
General for Cashier’s Office

Kochi

Tatsuo Yokoyama, Mayor

Masao Morita, Chief, Mayor’s Office

Kofu

Tyuzo Hara, Mayor

Masataka Hayashi, Pro-Mgr., Secre-
tary Section

Kure

Tamotsu Sasaki, Mayor

Kyoto

Kazuo Higashi, Director, General Af-
fairs Bureau

Machida

Joji Takayama, Director, Office of
Planning

Matsuyama

Tokio Nakamura, Mayor

Sumio Ii, Chief, Secretary Section

Mihara

Takayoshi Doi, Mayor

Mitaka

Sadao Sakamoto, Mayor

Mitsuo Iguchi, Director of Mayor’s
Office

Nagasaki Prefecture

Isamu Takada, Governor

Nagoya

Noboru Kono, Director, General Af-
fairs Bureau

Yukihiro Toyoshima, Staff, Interna-
tional Section

Naha

Yasuharu Oyadomari, Mayor

Toshihiko Namisato, Chief of the
Secretary Section

Nakano Borough

Yoshimichi Aoyama, Mayor

Toshitaka Kumasaki, Director of Plan-
ning Dept.

Nerima Borough

Kensuke Tabata, Mayor

Toshiki Murayama, Director of
Mayor’s Office

Nishinomiya

Yoneji Yagi, Mayor

Mitsuhiro  Tamura, Director of
Mayor’s Office

Ohno-cho

Tsuneto Taniguchi, Mayor

Ohta Borough

Koichi Amano, Mayor

Yoshihiro Toba, Chief, General Affairs
Section

Okinawa

Choko Kuwae, Mayor

Takeru Takara, Chief of Secretarial &
Public Information Bureau

Osaka Municipal Government

Toshio Dosaki, Director of Ad-
ministration Div., General Affairs.

Toshiyuki Nakamura, Chief for
General Affairs Section

Takamatsu

Nobuo Waki, Mayor

Hajime Takashige, Chief of Secrtary
Section

Tatsuo Isao, Asst. Director, Mayor’s
Office

Tsushima

Masaru Igeta, Mayor

Ichiro Kato, Director, Office of Plan

ning and Management

Yokohama

Kurasaku Saita, Mayor

Akio Watanabe, Asst. Chief, Ad-
ministration & Coordination Div.,
Administation

Hiroshima

Takeshi Araki, Mayor

Itsuki Matsui, Deputy Mayor

Masahiko Ikeda, Director-General, Of-
fice of the Mayor

Moriaki Kawamura, Chairman of the
board of directors, Hiroshima Peace
Culture Foundation

Nagasaki

Hitoshi Motoshima, Mayor

Masakazu Miyagawa, Deputy Mayor

Terumasa Matsunaga, Director,
Nagasaki International Culture Hall
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Hiroshima Mayor Takeshi
Araki delivers an address dur-
ing the opening ceremony.

BIAMFRFNEFS ﬂiiﬁl'
" .

—— . Cu == |
A keynote address by the Nobel Peace Prize winning Alfonso

Garcia-Robles, Permanent Representative of Mexico to the Con-
ference on Disarmament.

1sr WORLD CONFERENCE OF MAYDRS FUR PEACE THROUGH INTER-CITY SSLEBARITY
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Elisabeth University of Music performs a commemorative concert under the
baton of its rector J.l. Tejon.
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Seiji Imahori, presidents of Hiroshima
Women's University, speaks on
sociological effects of the A-bomb
holocaust in his keynote address at the
Plenary Session |I.

About 200 delegates take part in
the discussion. They represented 67
cities in 22 foreign countries and 33
local governments in Japan. '

Volgograd Mayor Viadimir |I.
Atopov (above) and Vancouver
Mayor Michael F. Harcourt (right)
make presentations on roles of
cities toward peace during the
Plenary Session Il.

18

Delegates meet with A-bomb survivors.

. , o s et -
Panelists discuss the roles cities can ptay for promotion of nuclear disarma-

ment. They are, from left to right, Lord Mayor of Hannover Herbert
Schmalstieg; Lord Mayor of Sydney Douglas W. Sutherland; Kyoto University
Professor Toru Yano and Meiji Gakuin University Professor Toshiyuki Toyoda.

—) —

e R - .
Hiroshima Mayor Takeshi Araki announces the Hiroshima Appeal.
Seated behind the rostrum are, from left to right, Hannover Lord
Mayor Herbert Schmalstieg; Kawasaki Representative, Nagasaki
Mayor Hitoshi Motoshima; Michio Nagai, senior advisor to the rector
of United Nations University; Nuwara Eliya Mayor Edmund S. Ra-
japakse and Sacramento Mayor Anne Rudin.
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On behalf of the delegates to the conference,
. Hannover Lord Mayor Herbert Schmalstieg (extreme
" left) and Volgograd Mayor Vladimir |. Atopov (ex-
treme right) lay the wreath at Peace Memorial Park
of Hiroshima during the peace memorial ceremony.
™ They are accompanied by Michio Nagai, senior ad-
, viser to the rector of United Nations University.

Delegates to the conference tour
through the Hiroshima Peace
Memorial Museum where the remains
of the A-bomb havocs are on display.

Sipping green tea, wives of foreign
delegates and others taste Japanese
culture in tea ceremony at Ueda-Ryu-
Wafudo. They are, from left to right, Mrs.
Yasuko Stevens from Lismore, Australia;
(Interpreter); Mrs. Pushpa P. Rajapakse from
Nuwara Eliya, Sri Lanka; Mrs. Ann Leon
from Lambeth, U.K. and Miss Jacqueline
Antoine from Verdun, France.

Hiroshima weicomes the guests at
a reception.

Mayor Araki and his wife receive a
gift from a foreign delegate.

Mayor  Takeshi  Araki f

20

Nagasaki Mayor Hitoshi Motoshima makes an opening address at the Nagasaki
session of the conference.

In the Plénary Session |I, 19 cities made presentatidns on “‘Roles
of cities to attain peace.”

21
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A-bomb survivors report on their experiences. They are, from left to right, Sumiteru
Taniguchi; Sakue Shimohira; Tomitaro Shimotani (and two medical doctors) Tatsuichiro
Akizuki and Issei Nishimori.

Amsterdam Alderman Tineke Van den Klinkenberg makes presentation in the Plenary Ses-
sion 1ll on the theme of “Roles of cities to attain peace.”

22

Soichi lijima, president of Nagoya University (left),
Mayor Yongshi Hong of Fuzhou (center) and Deputy
Mayor P.A. Wolters of Middelburg present the wreath
at the August 9 Peace Memorial Ceremony, as
representatives of conference participants.

% P et v

! ‘ v, il s
Ottawa Mayor Marion Dewar announces the Nagasaki Appeal.
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OPENING CEREMONY

On Aug. 5 10:00-10:20 a.m.
At Hiroshima City' Auditorium

Master of Ceremonies: Masahiko Ikeda, Director-General,
Office of the Mayor of Hiroshima

Announcement of the Opening ..............................
Itsuki Matsui, Chairman, Hiroshima-Nagasaki Committee to
Promote Appeal for Peace

Press Conference = - . Welcome Speech R EREE RRE TR PR R
Takeshi Araki, Mayor of Hiroshima

Congratulatory Addresses
Jan Martenson, Under-Secretary-General, Dept. of Disarma-
ment, United Nations ..............c.cviiiinnnnn..
| Toranosuke Takeshita, Governor of Hiroshima Prefecture . .
Masaaki Myojo, Chairman of Hiroshima Municipal As-
SEMBIY o i a e e VG e et o e e S R 3

Introduction of Messages, Congratulatory Telegrams ...........
Masahiko Ikeda, Director-General, Office of the Mayor of
Hiroshima

" ;5 Lx b= y' - ’
Participants view exhibits at the Atomic Bomb Museum
in the Nagasaki International Culture Hall.

-

= = > “M"'i' L
Wives of foreign mayors enjoy the Japanese garden of “Kagetsu."”
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Announcement of the
Opening

Itsuki Matsui
Chairman, Hiroshima-Nagasaki Com-
mittee to Promote Appeal for Peace

I now solemnly declare to open the 1st
World Conference of Mayors for Peace
through Inter-city Solidarity.

Welcome Speech

Takeshi Araki
Mayor of Hiroshima City

Today, on the occasion of holding the
1st World Conference of Mayors for
Peace through Inter-City Solidarity, it is a
great honor for me to welcome and to
have the attendance of Mr. Jan Marten-
son, the U.N. Under-Secretary-General
for Disarmament Affairs; His Excellency
Alfonso Garcia-Robles, Ambassador,
Permanent Representative of Mexico, for
Conference on Disarmament, Head of
Delegation, and Mr. Soedjatmoko, Rec-
tor of the United Nations University
(Under-Secretary-General), and participa-
tion of a large number of cities both at
home and abroad.

““Let all the souls here rest in peace; For
we shall not repeat the evil.”” This epitaph
is to be found on the ‘“Memorial Monu-
ment of Hiroshima, City of Peace’’ which
we have visited and dedicated flowers a
little while ago. This epitaph is the pledge
for peace of everyone who stands in front
of the Monument. It is the ‘‘Spirit of
Hiroshima’’ itself which, having endured
the grief of the past and having overcome
hatred, is based on humanism in its fun-
damenta] sense, in which the co-existence
and prosperity of all mankind are proper-
ly sought after.

Forty years ago, at 8:15 a.m., August 6,
1945, the City of Hiroshima was de-
Stroyed in a moment by the world’s first

Opening Ceremony 27

use of an atomic bomb. Some 350,000
citizens were exposed to radiation and
more than 140,000 of them are estimated
to have died instantly or over the next
four months. I was also exposed to radia-
tion in a factory 4 kilometers from the
hypocenter. That atomic disaster is still
stamped indelibly on my mind, and I
recall it only with deep regret and sorrow.

People who have barely survived the A-
bomb devastation have been suffering
psychologically and socially from the
various aftereffects, such as keloids,
leukemia, malignant tumors and other
diseases. All aspects of devastation caused
by a single atomic bomb and its afteref-
fects have been under continuous
research.

The central characteristic of the
damage from nuclear weapons, which is
far beyond our imagination of conven-
tional weapons, is that massive destruc-
tion takes place instantly as well as
uniformly over a huge area because of the
heat rays, blast, and radiation, and thus
an indiscriminate massacre is perpetrated
on people regardless of age and sex, in-
cluding combatants or non-combatants.
Above all, radiation has a dreadful killing
power that lingers on as deadly ashes and
residual radiation cause further death
among survivors.

Now I would like to have the honor to
quote the speech by Prime Minister Dr.
Olof Palme at the workshop of the In-
dependent Commission on Disarmament
and International Security Issues in
Hiroshima in December, 1981. Dr. Palme
visited the Hiroshima Peace Memorial
Museum and said after seeing a display of
A-bombed stone steps, ‘“There was one
picture in the Museum which showed, as
it read, a human shadow imprinted on a
stone step. The granite-hard stone re-
mained, but presumably there had been
one person sitting there on the stone step,
and not even the ashes of the person re-
mains, because he had been hit by a 5,000
C heat wave. And one wonders whether




28 Opening Ceremony

this will be the fate of the entire human
race if this madness or the arms race con-
tinues; to be no more than a human
shadow imprinted on stone steps.”’

The atomic bomb on Hiroshima may be
a small-scale weapon by the standards of
today’s nuclear weapons. However, it had
such an awesome destructive power and
cruelty. If there should be another nuclear
war, it would surely lead to the annihila-
tion of the whole human race.

It is imperative that we uphold the lofty
ideal of lasting world peace and use our
collective wisdom to redirect the tide of
history from confrontation to com-
munication, from animosity to amia-
bility.

The citizens of Hiroshima, who under-
went the experience of the atomic bomb-
ing, are firmly determined that nuclear
weapons shall not be used again for no
matter what the reasons. We have con-
sistently appealed to the world for the
abolition of nuclear weapons. The City of
Hiroshima aims to build “‘A City of Inter-
national Peace and Culture”’ dedicated to
peace — a symbol of the idea of lasting
world peace. Both the City and the
citizens of Hiroshima have been making
efforts to uphold this ideal city image.
The duty imposed on Hiroshima, in par-
ticular, is to appeal to the world against
the misery of war and the cruelty of
nuclear weapons, to make our experience
known to the coming generation, to
rebuild Hiroshima as a peace city, and to
contribute to the realization of lasting
world peace.

Since my inauguration as Mayor of
Hiroshima, I have visited the United Na-
tions Headquarters four times so far.
Through the A-bomb Photographic Ex-
hibition in the U.N. Headquarters, an in-
terview with the Secretary General, and
my attendance at the General Assembly, I
have emphasized the actual condition of
the A-bomb disaster and appealed for the
immediate abolition of nuclear weapons.

Above all, I was given an opportunity,

as a member of NGO, to address the Sec-
ond Special Session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarma-
ment on June 24, 1982. In my statement, I
gave an account of my own experience of
the A-bomb disaster. I called for an im-
mediate and complete banning of nuclear
tests and freezing of all nuclear weapons
stocks, which should be ultimately
eliminated. I also called on the heads of
nuclear powers and those in leading posi-
tions in the countries of the world and
especially their young people, represen-
ting next generation, to come to
Hiroshima and to see first hand the actual
nature of the damages of the atomic
bombing. I also proposed that a Summit
Conference of Peace and Disarmament be
held in Hiroshima, and that an interna-
tional institute for research on peace and
disarmament be established in Hiroshima.
Furthermore , I called for the solidarity of
cities throughout the world which will be
formed, regardless of national bound-
aries, to share efforts for paving a road
toward the abolition of nuclear weapons.

Today, the nuclear war-heads ac-
cumulated in the world are said to total
50,000 — one million times as destructive
as the bomb used on our city. This is
enough to kill and destroy all living
creature on earth almost any number of
times. I believe that the world peace sup-
ported by the ‘‘Balance of Power’’ will
not last long.

Moreover, the nuclear disarmament
negotiation between the United States and
the Soviet Union which had been discon-
tinued for a long time has finally resumed
last March, but the result fell short of our
expectations. However, in a U.S.-Soviet
Summit talks to be held in Geneva this
coming November under such state of af-
fairs, we expect that a gleam of light will
be found toward the total abolition of
nuclear weapons which is the aspiration
of Hiroshima.

We think that efforts for disarmament,
especially for the abolition of nuclear

weapons, and moves toward establishing
everlasting world peace should not be ex-
pected only of the central governments of
countries. Since the victims of war,
especially nuclear war, are the cities and
citizens living therein, it is indispensable
for urban administrations, as well as in-
dividuals, to share in responsibility for
creating peace.

Taking these considerations in mind, I,
with the joint signature of the Mayor of
Nagasaki, have called upon 237 cities in
58 countries around the world to par-
ticipate in the ‘‘Program to Promote the
Solidarity of Cities towards the Total
Abolition of Nuclear Weapons’’ since
January, 1983. So far, we have received
the replies of agreement of solidarity from
111 cities in 33 countries. This ‘“1st World
Conference of Mayors for Peace through
Inter-City Solidarity’’ has been opened as
part of the Program.

We intend to make strenuous efforts to
disseminate the “‘Spirit of Hiroshima’’
based on the A-bombed experience to
cities of the world and to expand the
solidarity of cities. As one of the A-bomb
survivors, I wish to express my commit-
ment to work steadily for the total aboli-
tion of nuclear weapons and for the at-
tainment of lasting peace.

His Holiness Pope John Paul II deliv-
ered the ‘““‘Appeal for Peace’ at the
Hiroshima Peace Memorial Park on his
pastoral visit to Hiroshima in February,
1981: “War is the work of man. War is
destruction of human life. War is death.
To remember the past is to commit
oneself to the future. To remember
Hiroshima is to abhor nuclear war.”’

Hiroshima is not merely a witness of
history. Hiroshima is an endless warning
for the future of mankind.

One torch ignites another in unending
succession, and still the first torch keeps
burning. The flame of Hiroshima should
be kept alive and handed down from one
person to another and to posterity.

I wish to express my deep appreciation
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to all the mayors and other represen-

‘tatives from the cities who have visited

Hiroshima on the occasion of the 40th an-
niversary of the atomic bombings, and I
sincerely hope that the actual condition of
damages caused by nuclear weapons has
been fully understood and transmitted ex-
tensively to the citizens of your cities.

This year marks the 40th anniversary of
World War II as well as the 40th anniver-
sary of the atomic bombings.

Unfortunately, we fought as enemies in
the past.

And many precious lives were lost.

I would like to pray in silence with all of
you for the war dead in World War II
to pledge our efforts again for not
repeating the tragedy of war and
establishing everlasting peace.

Pray in Silence.

Congratulatory Addresses
Address 1

Jan Martenson
Under-Secretary-General
Dept. of Disarmament, United Nations

It is a great honour and pleasure for me
to have been invited to attend the opening
ceremony of the First World Conference
of Mayors for Peace through Inter-City
Solidarity which is being held in com-
memoration of the 40th anniversary of
the atomic bombings in Hiroshima and
Nagasaki.

The suffering inflicted on their people
and the solemn pledge of the survivors of
that ordeal never to allow such a tragedy
to happen again should constitute the
source of our renewed resolve towards the
imperative of peace in the nuclear age.

Since the beginning of the nuclear age,
the question of the prevention of a
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nuclear war has been the priority issue of
the United Nations and of the interna-
tional community as a whole. As the
Secretary-General has also recently
stated, preventing such a war remains the
conditio sine qua non of all our
endeavours.

Indeed, the Preamble of the Charter
saw as the reason for the very existance of
the United Nations ‘‘to save succeeding
generations from the scourge of war.”
The Charter itself referred to ‘‘the
establishment and maintainance of inter-
national peace and security with the least
diversion for armaments of the world’s
human and economic resources.”” Those
two precepts have today acquired a com-
pelling urgency as the accumulation of
weapons, particularly nuclear weapons, is
increasingly perceived as being much
more a threat than a guarantee of security
for the future of mankind.

In the four decades since the United
Nations was established, global military
expenditures have reached the estimated
level of more than $800 billion a year. this
is equivalent to almost $2 million every
minute, while some 40,000 children are
dying every day of hunger and disease.

Nuclear arsenals have grown to the
point where they have a combined
destructive capacity many times larger
than that unleashed during the entire Sec-
ond World War, in fact more than that of
all conventional wars in history of
mankind. We have all been remainded
here at the museum of the devastation
that can be inflicted on a city by what is
now considered a small nuclear device.
Today, this world carries 50,000 such a
devices equivalent to 1 million Hiroshima
Bombs.

Yet this horrible dimension of modern
warfare should not lead us to forget that
since the end of World War II, there have
been more than 150 conflicts in which
some 20 million people have been killed.

Against this background, the role of the
United Nations in the field of disarma-

ment acquires a still greater importance.
Full adherence to the provisions of its
Charter would afford increased security
for each and every state. What has to be
achieved is a halt and a reversal of the
arms race, bringing the level of ar-
maments gradually down in a mutually
balanced, equitable and verifiable
manner.

The world organization provides a
forum where all the fundamental ques-
tions concerning disarmament can be
given the necessary prominence and can
be dealt with in their complex interrela-
tionship. Thus, over the years, interna-
tional security, development and disarma-
ment have come to be seen as directly
related to each other and as constituting
the foundation of lasting peace. Mean-
ingful achievements in one area are dif-
ficult to be sustained in the long-run
without steady progress in the others. The
growing interaction between those issues

‘has therefore emerged as a major

challenge facing the United Nations at its
40th anniversary year.

When talking about the world situation
today, the sombre perspectives should not
lead us to despair. I believe that there are
at least three reasons for at least slightly
less pessimism. One is the rationality of
human beings. Politicians and decision-
makers all over the world are well aware
of the consequences of unleashing a
nuclear war, in which there will be no win-
ners, only losers. Another reason is the
economic dimension. I do not believe that
any country or group of countries can, in
the long-run, simultaneously and suc-
cessfully cope with inflation, unemploy-
ment, recession, social improvement,
economic development, development
assistance and meet the ever-mounting
costs of the arms race. This brings me to
the third factor, which is the growing role
of a constructive, realistic and well-
informed public opinion in all countries
all over the world. It was with a view to
inform, educate and generate public

understanding and support for the objec-
tives of the United Nations in the field of
disarmament that the General Assembly
unanimously launched the World Dis-
armament Campaign during its second
special session in 1982.

While directed at all the people, its
main constituencies are: Parliamen-
tarians, non-governmental organizations,
the media, research institutes and aca-
demic communities the world over. The
Campaign is to be carried out in a factual,
objective and balanced manner universal-
ly, being a vehicle for learning as well as
for informing and having a constituency
which cuts across ideological, political
and national boundaries.

Ladies and gentlemen, your conference
offers an opportunity to further com-
munication and understanding of the vital
issues concerning arms limitation and
disarmament among the people of the
world. Such an undertaking is in itself a
clear acknowledgement of the urgency at-
tached by you to the problems involved in
the process of disarmament as well as a
step forward in the continuous search for
constructive ways and means necessary to
the solution of those problems. I shall
take this occasion to wish you all every
success in your endeavour and particular-
Iy I wish to express my gratitude and ap-
preciation to the Mayors of Hiroshima
and Nagasaki for their initiative in spon-
soring this First World Conference of
Mayors for Peace.

Address 2

Toranosuke Takeshita
Governor of Hiroshima Prefecture

On the occasion of opening of the First
World Conference of Mayors for Peace
through Inter-City Solidarity, I would like
to say a few words of congratulations.
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Thank you very much for visiting
Hiroshima from faraway cities of the
world.

As the governor of the Prefecture of
Hiroshima, I would like to extend my cor-
dial welcome to all of you.

And also, I would like to extend my
deepest respect to you who have been
making sincere efforts day and night
towards the realization of everlasting
peace of the world.

The City of Hiroshima 40 years ago was
a prosperous city with a population of
about 330,000.

However, the atomic bomb reduced the
city to ashes. More than 100,000 people
were killed. Unhappy experience indeed,
unprecedented in the history of mankind.

After the bombing, it was said that no
trees or grass would grow in Hiroshima.
However, as you can see now, thanks to
the undaunted will and continuous efforts
of the citizens, the city has revived like a
Phoenix as modern city.

It has become one of the major cities of
Japan. And, furthermore, it is aiming to
grow into an international peace and
culture city open to the world. But the
citizens of Hiroshima can never forget
that today’s prosperity is only built upon
the precious sacrifices 40 years ago.

In order to insure the future of pros-
perity, not only for Hiroshima, but also
for the humanity, it is inevitable to realize
the everlasting peace in the world.

However, today’s world situation is
made extremely difficult by intensive
arms race which even extends into the
outer space.

There is no question that once a nuclear
war breaks out, only consequence will be
the extinction of humanity without no
winners or losers.

Responding to the call of the mayors of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki Cities, mayors of
more than a hundred cities of the world
have assembled here to discuss ways of
realizing the world peace and strengthen-
ing our solidarity.
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It is indeed a significant occasion and I
have a great expectation for fruitful out-
come of the conference.

I would like to express my deepest
respect to the Mayors of both Hiroshima
and Nagasaki Cities who have worked so
hard to realize this conference, and I
sincerely hope that this conference will be
a great success.

Thank you very much.

Address 3

Masaaki Myojo

Chairman of Hiroshima Municipal
Assembly

On the occasion of the opening of the
First World Conference of Mayors for
Peace through Inter-City Solidarity, I
should like to express a few words
of congratulations on behalf of the
Hiroshima City Council.

I should like to extend my cordial
welcome to all of you from Japan as well
as from various countries of the world.

Now, looking at the world situation, we
find that the arms race by nuclear powers
is accelerating at a rapid pace.

It is a matter of the greatest concern for
those who are wishing for everlasting
peace of the world.

Under these circumstances, the citizens
of Hiroshima have been strongly calling
for nuclear disarmament as well as the
general complete disarmament.

This year marks the 40th anniversary of
the atomic bombing.

The City Council of Hiroshima,
responding to the wishes of citizens, has
unanimously adopted a declaration for
the complete abolition of nuclear
weapons, and creating peaceful City of
Hiroshima.

We are determined to appeal to the
world for the need of urgency for
abolishing nuclear weapons, and to work
for building a peaceful city.

Hiroshima and Nagasaki are the
world’s first cities to experience a nuclear
holocaust. And now the representatives of
cities from the world over are here in these
cities all aspiring to see the abolishment of
nuclear weapons.

The fact that you are attending this
conference will arouse public interest in
the cause. I hope for a success of the con-
ference, which I believe, will go a long
way to spreading the movement to forge
the solidarity of peace-loving cities of the
world.

I also wish that you will take this op-
portunity to see for yourself how the two
cities had suffered, and your continued
work for world peace is appreciated
greately.

Lastly, I would like to pray for the fur-
ther activities and health of all the people
gathered here.

Introduction of Messages
and Congratulatory
Telegrams

Masahiko Ikeda, Director-General, Of-
fice of the Mayor of Hiroshima

We have received many messages and
cables.

Due to the limitation of time, I would
like to pick out and introduce only one
message among them.

This is the message from the ministers
of the 6 signatories of the Delhi
Declaration.

It has been taken here by Mr. Alfonso
Garcia-Robles who is to make a keynote
address afterwards.
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Message from the Six Heads
of State or Government
Signatories of the Delhi

Declaration
August 5, 1985

The death and suffering in Hiroshima
forty years ago is a foretaste of what lies
in store for the whole world if we let the
arms race run to the end. Today, all of us
are in a sense citizens of Hiroshima, shar-
ing the horror of becoming victims of
nuclear holocaust. Every individual and
every nation has the right and the duty to
be involved in ending the nuclear threat.
In the Delhi Declaration of January 1985,
we called for an all-embracing halt to the
testing, production and deployment of
nuclear weapons and delivery systems, to
be followed by disarmament and the
elimination of nuclear weapons under a
strengthened United Nations. There is no
better way to honour the victims of
Hiroshima than to redouble our efforts to
achieve these goals.

Raul Alfonsin Rajiv Gandhi

Argentina India
Miguel de la Madrid  Julius Nyerere
Mexico Tanzania
Olof Palme Andreas
Sweden Papandreou
Greece

We have also received messages from
Mr. E. Honecker who is the chairman of
the Council of the State of the German
Democratic Republic, Mr. Thomas
Bradley, the Mayor of Los Angeles, Mr.
Marion Barry, the Mayor of Washington
D.C., Mr. Klaus Von Dohnanyi, the
Mayor of Hamburg in Federal Republic
of Germany, Mr. Alexandro Costa, the
Mayor of Karara in Italy and many other
messages.

And I would like to pick out and in-
troduce one cable among them.

“Wishing this conference would con-
duce to the abolition of nuclear arms and
the establishment of everlasting peace”’
from Mr. Takeo Miki, who is the former
Prime Minister of Japan and the head of
the Parliamentarian League for the pro-
motion of world disarmament.

And we have also many other con-
gratulatory cables from the people in
various fields.
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Introduction of Keynote Speaker

Masahiko Ikeda, Director-General, Of-
fice of the Mayor of Hiroshima

I would like to introduce Sir Alfonso
Garcia-Robles who is the Ambassador,
Permanent Representative of Mexico to
the Conference on Disarmament.

Sir Alfonso Garcia-Robles who entered
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Mexico
served as the ambassador at Sweden,
Brazil and the United Nations. And he
served as the Minister of Foreign Affairs
of Mexico from 1975 to 1976.

As all of you know, he devoted himself
to the peaceful diplomacy and con-
tributed a great deal to the conclusion of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America: Treaty of
Tlatelolco for establishing the first
nuclear-free zone in the world.

He also serves as the Ambassador, Per-
manent Representative of Mexico to the
Conference on Disarmament at present.

And in 1982, he received the Nobel
Prize for having contributed to the pro-
motion of disarmament.

So I would like to call upon Sir Alfonso
Garcia-Robles to state on ‘‘Survival Or
Nuclear Weapons: An Inescapabled
Alternative’’.

“‘Survival or Nuclear
Weapons:
An Inescapable
Alternative”’

Alfonso Garcia-Robles

Ambassador, Permanent Representative
of Mexico to the Conference on
Disarmament, A Nobel Peace Prize
Laureate

Mr. Araki, Mayor of Hiroshima, Mr.
Motoshima, Mayor of Nagasaki, Mr.
Myojo, chairman of the City Council of
Hiroshima, Mr. Takeshita, governor of
Hiroshima Prefecture, Mr. Nagai,
mayors of the world participating in this
conference, ladies and gentlemen.

“Forty years ago, when atomic

bombs were blasted over Hiroshima
and Nagasaki, the human race became
aware that it could destroy itself, and
horror came to dwell among us. . . .
Almost imperceptibly, over the last
four decades, every nation and every
human being has lost ultimate control
over their own life and death. For all of
us, it is a small group of men and
machines in cities far away who can
decide our fate. . . .”’

Those are the opening words of the
Joint Declaration which the Heads of
State or Government of Argentina,
Greece, India, Sweden, Tanzania and
Mexico signed in New Delhi on January
28, 1985. They explain why Takeshi
Araki, Mayor of this city, could rightly
state in his Peace Declaration of 1982:
‘“Hiroshima is not merely a witness of
history. Hiroshima is an everlasting warn-
ing for the future of mankind. If
Hiroshima is ever forgotten, it is evident
that the evil will be repeated and human
history be brought to an end.’’ That, I
think, is also why, together with Hitoshi
Motoshima, Mayor of Nagasaki, they felt
it necessary to emphasize, in the joint
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foreword they wrote for the well known
book published six years ago which pro-
vides exhaustive and authoritative infor-
mation on ‘‘the physical, medical and
social effects of the atomic bombings’’:
““The citizens of Hiroshima and

Nagasaki have risen above grief and

hate to a belief in mankind’s essential

unity, and with one voice they pro-
claim: ‘No more Hiroshimas. No more

Nagasakis.” And in order that man will

never repeat these disasters, they have

unceasingly called for the elimination
of nuclear weapons from the face of the
earth.”

This appeal for the elimination of those
dreadful instruments of mass destruction
has been repeated every year in the peace
declarations issued by the two Mayors on
the anniversaries of the bombings of their
respective cities. It faithfully reflects what
may be described as the United Nations
philosophy on nuclear disarmament,
whose essential elements are to be found
in the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament which convened in 1978.
On that occasion, the most representative
organ of the world community, the
General Assembly:

— expressed its alarm by the “‘threat to
the very survival of mankind posed
by the existence of nuclear weapons
and the continuing arms race’’;

— called attention to the fact that
“mankind today is confronted with
an unprecedented threat of self-
extinction arising from the massive
and competitive accumulation of
the most destructive weapons ever
produced. Existing arsenals of
nuclear weapons alone are more
than sufficient to destroy all life on

earth’’;
— underlined that ‘‘the increase in
weapons, especially nuclear

weapons, far from helping to
strengthen international security, on
the contrary weakens it’’;

— stressed that ‘‘enduring interna-
tional peace and security cannot be
built on the accumulation of
weaponry by military alliances nor
be sustained by a precarious balance
of deterrence or doctrines of
strategic superiority’’;

— declared that ‘“all the peoples of the
world have a vital interest in the suc-
cess of disarmament negotiations’’;

— emphasized that ‘“‘while the final
objective of the efforts of all States
should continue to be general and
complete disarmament under effec-
tive international control, the im-
mediate goal is that of the elimina-
tion of the danger of a nuclear
war’’

— emphasized also that ‘‘nuclear
weapons pose the greatest danger to
mankind and to the survival of
civilization. It is essential to halt
and reverse the nuclear arms race in
all its aspects in order to avert the
danger of war involving nuclear
weapons. The ultimate goal in this
context is the complete elimination
of nuclear weapons’’.

The United Nations philosophy on
nuclear disarmament thus defined should
be understood as the culmination of thirty
years of practice — perhaps we could even
say, of jurisprudence — of the General
Assembly in this sphere. To understand
why its Charter is silent on this fundamen-
tal question it will be enough to recall that
it was signed on June 26, 1945 when
nuclear weapons were not yet known. As
has been rightly pointed out, the Charter
is “‘a pre-atomic age Charter’’ and in this
respect it was obsolete before it actually
came into force. However, a few weeks
after the San Francisco Conference the
two atomic bombs which obliterated
Hiroshima and Nagasaki were to open the
eyes of all peoples of the world to the
frightening threat posed by the new
weapons. From that moment on, and par-
ticularly since the fusion or hydrogen

bomb was successfully tested in 1952,
disarmament has become one of the most
serious concerns of mankind. It is,
therefore, only natural that the position
of the United Nations with regard to
nuclear weapons has been clearly defined
since the very first resolution of the
General Assembly, which was adopted on
January 24, 1946, five and a half months
after the Hiroshima bomb. The resolu-
tion, which was unanimously approved,
created an international commission
which was asked to ‘““proceed with the ut-
most dispatch and enquire into all phases
of the problem’’ and to make ‘‘specific
proposals’® for, inter alia, ‘‘the elimina-
tion from national armaments of atomic
weapons.’’

Since then the Assembly has adopted
several hundreds of resolutions on dis-
armament, particularly nuclear disarma-
ment, whose tone has gradually become
stronger and has reached its climax in the
peremptory declarations of its first special
session to which I have previously refer-
red. It is easy to understand it if one takes
into account that the atomic or fission
bomb of 1945, whose destructive power
was measured in kilotons or thousands of
tons of dynamite, was to be followed as
from 1952 by the hydrogen or fusion
bomb which requires as the unit for
measuring its destructive power the
megaton, equivalent to a million tons of
dynamite.

That must be why Albert Einstein, who
had the sad privilege of sharing to a high
degree the responsibility for the produc-
tion of nuclear weapons, was to issue,
together with Bertrand Russell, a historic
Manifesto made public in London on July
9, 1955, proclaiming infer alig the
following:

“We are speaking on this occasion,
not as members of this or that nation,
continent or creed, but as human be-
ings, members of the species Man,
whose continued existence is in doubt.
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‘““We have to learn to think in a new
way. . . .

“It is feared that if many H-bombs
are used there will be universal death
sudden only for a minority, but for the
majority a slow torture of disease and
disintegration.”’

A few vyears later that eminent
philosopher of history whose name was
Arnold Toynbee made the following
declaration which illustrates the justifica-
tion of the assertions of the Manifesto
which I have just recalled:

““Each time a new weapon was in-
vented in the past, people said that it
was so terrible that it must not be used.
Nevertheless, it was used and, although
it was terrible, it did not lead to the
disappearance of the human race. But
now we have something that could real-
ly extinguish life on our planet. . . . In
fact, the threat to mankind’s survival
has been much greater since 1945 than
it was during the first million years of
history.”’

A few statistics may be useful to better
understand, in the light of the cold and ir-
refutable eloquence of figures, how well
founded are the above opinions:

The destructive power of the Hiroshima
bomb was thirteen kilotons, which is the
equivalent of thirteen thousand tons of
dynamite. At present the arsenals of the
two ‘‘nuclear superpowers’’ include, not
only one, but many nuclear bombs of
twenty megatons, which means the
equivalent of twenty million tons of
dynamite.

The total of nuclear warheads in ex-
istence, according to reliable estimates, is
approximately fifty thousand, with an ex-
plosive power considerably higher than a
million Hiroshima bombs, meaning an ex-
plosive power of almost four tons of
dynamite for each inhabitant of the earth.

The effects of nuclear weapons which
have been known for a long time are of
two kinds: on the one hand the immediate
effects, produced by a most powerful




G —

40 Keynote Address

blast wave, intense thermal radiation and
initial nuclear radiation; on the other
hand the delayed effects originated by
radioactive fallout which may last for
several decades. Bearing in mind that
there have been 200,000 dead as a result
of the Hiroshima bomb, it is safe to con-
clude that the existing nuclear arsenals
could annihilate some two hundred forty
thousand millions of human beings; in
other words, a figure sixty times larger
than the total population of the planet.

In addition to those well known effects
of nuclear weapons, numerous scientific
studies carried out in several countries in
the past three years provide sufficient
findings to indicate that a nuclear war,
even if it were possible to carry it out on a
limited scale, would produce smoke, soot
and dust of sufficient magnitude to trig-
ger what has received the name of
““nuclear winter.”” This would cause an
unprecedented and hitherto unrecognized
peril to all nations, even those far remov-
ed from the nuclear explosion, which
would add immesurably to the previously
known dangers of nuclear war.

Some time ago, an annual publication
of recognised authority in this field —
World Military and Social Expenditures
— endeavoured, in its issue of 1981, to
describe what a nuclear war would be like.
I wish to read this description now
because although it is aiready five years
old I still consider it within its con-
cisesness the one which more closely con-
forms to both the scientific information
available and the conclusions which may
be drawn from the two nuclear bombings
which the world has witnessed. It was
couched in the following terms:

‘‘Because there are so many of these
weapons now, the effects of nuclear
war cannot be grasped by looking only
at isolated urban attacks. There are
more of these weapons than there are
cities in all the world. Once unleashed,
the bombs would have multiplier ef-

fects. Thousands of explosions would

ravage the earth and its people.

““The immediate physical effects of
nuclear bursts are monstrous explosive
blasts and fire. An attack on cities and
military facilities would create winds of
hurricane force, sweeping firestorms
across whole continents. The nuclear
detonations would release not only
their own radiation but the radiation in
the reactors and nuclear weapons which
would also be under attack.

““People not immediately burned to
death, blown apart, or asphysiated in
shelters would find themselves in a
nightmare world, populated by the dy-
ing, dead, and insane. Food, crops, and
land contaminated. Water undrinkable.
Medical facilities, lines of communica-
tion and transportation obliterated.

“In the quiet of a dying planet,
radiation would sweep across oceans,
and into the atmosphere, depleting the
ozone layer, and releasing harmful
ultraviolet rays. As these rays killed off
all remaining animal life, the collapse
of the ecosystem would leave a global
wasteland.”’

There might be some who claim that it
would be impossible to guarantee that
descriptions as the one just mentioned
reflect accurately what would happen if a
nuclear war were to occur. The answer
would be that there is no doubt that
forecasts of such a nature, however
authoritative their sources, will inevitably
contain a certain degree of speculation. It
will be necessary, however, to bear always
in mind in this connection what former
President Carter stated on January 14,
1981 in his farewell address to his
compatriots:

““Our minds have adjusted to it, as
after a time our eyes adjust to the dark.
Yet the risk of a nuclear conflagration
has not lessened. It has not happened
yet, but that can give us little comfort
— for it only has to happen once.”

In his outstanding book The Fate of the
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Earth published in 1982, Jonathan Schell
has said essentially the same thing in the
following terms:

““In other words, once we learn that a
holocaust might lead to extinction we
have no right to gamble, because if we
lose, the game will be over, and neither
we nor anyone else will ever get another
chance.”’

This is not my first visit to Hiroshima.
Three and a half years ago, in December
1981, 1 had the privilege to spend a day
here together with the members of the In-
dependent Commission on Disarmament
and Security Issues. Among the many
memories I have from that occasion I will
mention only three: our visit to the
Hiroshima Peace Memorial Park, in par-
ticular the Atomic bomb Dome, the
Cenotaph and the Peace Memorial
Museum, where its director gave us rele-
vant information on some of the most im-
portant items on display; the compilation
of color pictures drawn by many survivors
to “‘reincarnate the fatal inferno caused
by the atomic bombing in 1945’ and
published in book form under the title
“Unforgettable Fire’’; and the informal
colloquium we had in the afternoon of the
same day when I took the liberty of sug-
gesting that it should be compulsory for
the Heads of State or Government of the
nuclear-weapon Powers to visit Hiro-
shima and try to understand the message
it conveys.

It was at the same meeting that Olof
Palme, the Chairman of the Commission
under whose name it is generally known,
after expressing his support for my
modest suggestion, added the following:

““I would widen it. I would bring here
all the men in the laboratories, who
work with these dreadful things. I
would bring here all the men and
Wwomen in the ‘think tanks’, and in the
Strategic commands, and some research
Institutes which play around with so-
called scenarios — first strike, counter-

force, second strike and so on — as if it

was on a chessboard where everything
is predictable. And they would, I hope,
cease to play such foolish games once
they have been here. And I would like
to have all those who say that ‘victory is
possible’ in a nuclear war to come here
and see for themselves. And I doubt if
they will ever say that again.”’

An appraisal along similar lines has
been made more recently by the United
Nations Secretary General, Javier Perez
de Guellar, who, in an address to the
General Assembly on December 12, 16%4,
declared something which I find quite ap-
propriate to recall in the present occasion:

““A nuclear war could never remain
limited and could never be won. Its ef-
fects would not be confined to the
nuclear adversaries but would threaten
the existence of all the peoples on this
earth. It could lead to the extinction of
humanity. Like supreme arbiters, with
our disputes of the moment we threaten
to cut off the future and extinguish the
lives of the innocent millions as yet
unborn. There can be no greater ar-
rogance.’’

All what I have reviewed here today
and many other facts, figures and
authoritative opinions which could have
easily been added if it had not been im-
perative to keep my address within
reasonable limits, prove conclusively how
timely is this First World Conference of
Mayors for Peace through Inter-City
Solidarity, which meets in Hiroshima and
Nagasaki under the sponsorship of the
two cities, and how well advised have
been their Mayors to ‘‘unceasingly call for
the elimination of nuclear weapons from
the face of the earth.”’

It seems axiomatic that only through
such elimination of those terrible in-
struments of mass destruction would it be
possible to eliminate also the danger of
self-extinction that their existence in-
volves for mankind. If the accelerated
development of nuclear weapons is almost
always the blind result of the mere
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momentum of the technological process,
which will inevitably be subject to human
or technical failure, with unpredictable
consequences; it is absurd to claim that it
is possible to achieve national security by
increasing universal insecurity; if the
nuclear arsenals which have been stockpil-
ed are more than sufficient to cause, not
once but many times over, death and
destruction throughout our planet, either
instantaneously or by slow and painful
disintegration; if nuclear weapons have
no military purpose whatsoever, for only
a madman would consider using them and
thus bringing about universal suicide,
then we must conclude that it is im-
perative and most pressing to take the
necessary steps for the immediate applica-
tion of those measures which may deserve
the highest priority for achieving the
cessation of the nuclear arms race as a
first step to nuclear disarmament.

And since, as agreed in paragraph 48 of
the Final Document, approved by consen-
sus in 1978 by the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disar-
mament and ‘‘unanimously and cate-
gorically reaffirmed’” in 1982 by the se-
cond analogous special session, ‘‘in the
task of achieving the goals of nuclear
disarmament’’ the nuclear-weapon States
““which possess the most important
nuclear arsenals, bear a special respon-
sibility’’, it would appear quite relevant
and appropriate that this Conference urge
the two major nuclear-weapon States
which are presently carrying out bilateral
negotiations in Geneva, to strictly comply
in such negotiations with the joint de-
claration approved by them on January
8, 1985, at the high level of the
Secretary of State of the United States
and the Foreign Affairs Minister of the
Soviet Union, in which it is clearly and
unequivocally stated:

‘“The sides agree that the subject of
the negotiations will be a complex of
questions concerning space and nuclear
arms — both strategic and intermediate

range — with all these questions con-

sidered and resolved in their inter-

relationship.

“The objective of the negotiations
will be to work out effective agreements
aimed at preventing an arms race in
space and terminating it on Earth, at
limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and
at strengthening strategic stability.

““The sides believe that ultimately the
forthcoming negotiations just as efforts
in general to limit and reduce arms,
should lead to the complete elimination
of nuclear arms everywhere.”’

The two negotiating States should also
— and this is particularly a case to recall
the well known aphorism ‘‘last but not
least”” — as several times requested by the
General Assembly, ‘‘bear constantly in
mind that not only their national interests
but also the vital interests of all the
peoples of the world are at stake in this
question.”’

I have just so far read the text which I
prepared some time ago following the in-
vitation to leave this address from the
bureau of the First World Conference of
Mayors for Peace through Inter-City
Solidarity.

Since the time when I prepared this
text, there have been some significant and
quite relevant developments which lead
me to incorporate the following address.

A week ago, on July 29th, the Sec-
retary-General of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union, Mr. Gorbachev,
made the statement whose essential part
raises as follows. I quote.

Striving to facilitate the termination of
the dangerous competition of building
nuclear arsenals, I am wishing to set forth
the example as follows. The Soviet Union
has decided to stop unilaterally any
nuclear explosion, starting from August
6th this year. We call on the Government
of the United States to stop, starting from
this day which is observed world-wide the
Day of the Hiroshima Tragedy caused by
the nuclear explosion.
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Our moratorium is proclaimed to
January Ist 1986. However, I will remain
in effect as long as the United States on its
part refrains from conducting nuclear
explosions.

Undoubtedly a mutual moratorium by
the USSR and the United States on any
nuclear blasts would be able to be the ex-
ample also for all the states processing
nuclear weapons.

This is all the quotation of what Mr.
Gorbachev said. This appeal hence reflex
what the United Nations General
Assembly upon the initiative of Mexico
and Sweden has been energetically pro-
moting since 1981.

It has indeed approved so far for
resolutions which were made in the
number of 3684 of December 9, 1981,
3772 of December 9, 1982, 3862 of
December 15, 1983 and 3952 of December
12, 1984, respectively.

In these resolutions, the General
Assembly of the United Nations settles
the treaty to achieve the prohibition of all
nuclear test explosions by all the states as
the matter of the highest priority. And in
addition to this, these resolutions have the
common paragraph as follows.

I would like to quote this paragraph.

The General Assembly of the United
Nations calls on the nations which solved
positively the treaty of prohibition of
nuclear tests in the atmosphere, in outer
space, and under the water, and the treaty
of nonproliferation of nuclear weapons,
to halt all nuclear test explosions without
delay, as their virtually special respon-
sibility on their treaties, and as the rele-
vant measures.

And these moratoria can be proclaimed
mutually or unilaterally. Unquote.

In the light of what I have just recalled,
it will be easy to realize that this
moratorium proclaimed by the Soviet
Union is the important first step in the
Tight direction for the attainment of the
g0al which the United Nations have been
Pursuing for more than a quarter of a cen-

tury. On the same day of the Soviet ini-
tiative, it was made public in the United
States that President Reagan had sent a
letter to the General-Secretary, Gor-
bachev, containing an unconditional in-
vitation to the Soviet Union to observe its
next underground nuclear test explosion.

To that effect, the experts of the Soviet
Union are to be allowed to visit the United
States to observe the test ground and
bring there any instrument they deem
necessary to make sure of the measuring
of the scale of the test. Since this matter
undoubtedly leads to the improved con-
fidence in monitory capability on the
hault of nuclear tests, I think that some
kind of compromised solution can be
made.

This compromise means the mutual ac-
ceptance of the respective intiatives. I
think that this compromise is very signifi-
cant and meaningful, even if it may delay
the start of this moratorium on the
August 6, 1985.

But, somewhat later, although for
anyone familiar with this solution, it is
true most probably for this moratorium
to become known as the Hiroshima
Moratorium.

Thank you for your attention, ladies
and gentlemen.

Introduction of Keynote Speaker

Masahiko Ikeda, Director-General, Of-
fice of the Mayor of Hiroshima

I would like to introduce Mr. Soedjat-
moko who is the Rector of the United Na-
tions University.

Mr. Soedjatmoko took up his posts of
the chief editor of various newspapers in
the Indonesian journalism, and served
very actively.

In the political world, he served as a
member of the National Assembly of In-
donesia from 1956 to 1959, and served as
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the ambassador to the U.S. from 1968 to
1971.

And further he contributed to the na-
tional politics as the adviser of the
Minister of Foreign Affairs. In 1980, he
was appointed as the Rector of the United
Nations.

And he has been promoting various
activities such as the diffusion of
knowledges of research and study through
the world-wide cooperation and the
network of research institutions and
scholars.

Now, I would like to call upon Mr.
Soedjatmoko to speak on ‘‘Cities in the
Nuclear Age.”’

““Cities in the Nuclear Age”’

Soedjatmoko
Rector, United Nations University

Mayor Araki, Mayor Motoshima, Gover-
nor Takeshita, Chairman Myojo, Ex-
cellencies, Ladies and gentlemen.

Of all the many 40th anniversaries
observed in 1985, including the end of
World War II and the founding of the
United Nations, surely none matter more
than August 6th and August 9th. The
citizens of Hiroshima and Nagasaki
are the door-keepers of the nuclear age.
They have dedicated themselves to insur-
ing that door, twice opened, shall remain
forevermore and firmly shut.

I don’t believe that anyone could bring
himself, or herself, to blame the people of
these cities if they expressed a desire to
bury their painful memories, to enjoy a
hard-won affluence and the simpler joys
of civic life — such as the triumphs of a
great baseball team like the Hiroshima
Carp. Keeping alive the memory of
August 1945 is a heavy burden for
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. But there are

represented here today nearly 100 cities
that will not allow Hiroshima and
Nagasaki to carry that burden alone.
Some of them are sister-cities to our
hosts, and some, like Volgograd and
Dresden, have also known near-total
devastation in war.

This World Conference of Mayors for
Peace through Inter-City Solidarity is
remarkable for the coming together of
three factors: A unique setting, in the only
two cities to have experienced the atomic
bomb; the participation of local,
municipal governments from around the
world; and a particular placement in time,
40 years after the dreadful initiation of
the nuclear age and on the threshold of a
new period of nuclear danger.

First, the setting: The atomic bomb that
in a flash reduced this city to rubble at
8:15 in the morning, 40 years ago tomor-
row, transformed Hiroshima into not
merely a place but a symbol with
everlasting, universal significance. The
first atomic bomb unleashed by man
against man was, tragically, not the last;
Nagasaki suffered the same fate three
days later. The citizens of both cities
rebuilt their communities and their lives
with great difficulty, and with little exter-
nal aid in the early years since their na-
tion, exhausted and battered by war, had
little help to offer.

Seeing these two thriving cities today, it
is difficult to imagine the devastation in
which they lay 40 years ago. It is this very
difficulty — the difficulty of remem-
brance — that Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
as cities, have set themselves to combat.
Today, they stand, irrevocably, for the
appalling human consequences of nuclear
war. And they have set for themselves the
task of assuring that the rest of the human
community shall never forget what hap-
pened here on August 6th and 9th, 1945;
shall have brought home in vivid, searing
images the cost in human flesh and blood
— in human accomplishment and spirit —
of modern warfare. The hibakusha, and

even those citizens of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki born after the blast, are the
primary custodians of a vitally important
part of humanity’s collective memory.

So much of contemporary debate about
nuclear weapons is conducted in abstrac-
tions: numbers of warheads, throw-
weights, configurations of strategic
triads, and the dreadful geometry of
deterrence with its premise of mutual
assured destruction.

Hiroshima and Nagasaki of all places
on earth can tell us what mutual assured
destruction really means: the multiplica-
tion of horror beyond our minds’ ability
to comprehend — until we come here.
The rationality of nuclear strategic doc-
trine is reduced to absurdity by the reality
of the Hiroshima of August 6th, 1945,
and the Nagasaki of August 9th. The
nuclear strategists and their political
masters urge peace-loving people to be
“‘realistic’’ about the need for nuclear
arms, to concede the logic of a game-
theory whose antidote for murder is
suicide. The cities of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, in contrast, urge all people to
confront the human reality of atomic war,
firm in the conviction that the reality of
their experience may drive out the
spurious rationality of the war-gamers.

The people of Hiroshima and Nagasaki
enter the debate over nuclear weaponry
not as strategists, not as theoreticians, not
even as politicians in the usual sense, but
as representatives of human communities
that have— these two alone— actually ex-
perienced the horror of nuclear attack.
They present the human face— the ter-
ribly wounded and traumatized human
face— of nuclear war. And they have in-
vited other cities, from many different
countries, to join them in working for the
total abolition of nuclear weapons, SO
that their tragedy will not be visited on
other human beings in other cities.

Some of these cities have declared
themselves to be, like J apan, nuclear-free
Zones. Such a declaration constitutes a
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direct refusal by citizens to participate in
the folly of nuclear armament. This
refusal is an important symbol, and
potentially an important tool in the strug-
gle to halt and reverse the arms race. One
of the most disturbing aspects of the
nuclear age is the overwhelming sense of
powerlessness that people feel in confron-
tation with these awesome weapons and a
global military-industrial complex seem-
ingly immune to the reality of human
agony. To declare one’s own community
a nuclear-free zone manifests a deep and
basic human desire for freedom from
dread; a desire to play neither the role of
victim nor that of victimizer. But it is
surely illusory to suppose that any city —
or even any country— can unilaterally opt
out of the nuclear danger. We all exist
under the nuclear umbrella or the nuclear
shadow— usually both at once— of the
global balance of terror. We are all tied to
social and economic and political systems
that support— or at least tacitly accept—
the nuclear stalemate that holds all of
human civilization hostage.

But there are important signs of
resistance and refusal— of which this
gathering is one. It must be recognized,
however, that the struggle to dispel the
nuclear shadow will be a long and ar-
duous one. Declaration and demonstra-
tion of our intent to do so is not enough:
It is only the beginning of the struggle.
The friends of peace must develop the
political and scientific and technical ex-
pertise to challenge with authority the
nuclear strategists— but the friends of
peace must also retain their sure attach-
ment to the human meaning of the
nuclear threat, their insistence on the
primacy of life and freedom.

Four-and-a-half years ago, the city of
Hiroshima and the United Nations
University joined together in inviting
Pope John Paul II to speak from this
same platform. I would like to recall to
you some of his words on that occasion.
He said, ‘““In the past, it was possible to
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destroy a village, a town, a region, even a
country. Now, it is the whole planet that
has come under threat. This fact should
finally compel everyone to face a basic
moral consideration: from now on, it is
only through a conscious choice and
through a deliberate policy that humanity
can survive. The moral and political
choice that faces us is that of putting all
the resources of mind, science, and
culture at the service of peace and of the
building up of a new society, a society
that will succeed in eliminating the causes
of fratricidal wars by generously pursuing
the total progress of each individual and
of all humanity . . . . We must say to the
people of today: Do not doubt, your
future is in your own hands. The building
of a more just humanity or a more united
international community is not just a
dream or a vain ideal. It is a moral im-
perative, a sacred duty, one that the in-
tellectual and spiritual genius of man can
face, through a fresh mobilization of
everybody’s talents and energies, through
putting to work all the technical and
cultural resources of man.”’

It is local authorities, with their close
links to their constituencies, who have the
greatest possibility for stimulating direct
action in promoting peace and interna-
tional understanding. They have also the
greatest opportunity to respond to and ac-
tivate the desires of their communities to
work for nuclear disarmament. With the
opportunities also come responsibilities. I
feel that one of the most importance of
these is an educational responsibility: to
insure that citizens have access to realistic
information about the human conse-
quences of nuclear war, to build the
political and civic constituencies for
peaceful and constructive uses of our
scientific and technical capacities, to
foster the spirit of international coopera-
tion and the instinct for survival of not
just ourselves and our neighbors, but the
whole human family.

Hiroshima and Nagasaki are the best

possible places to begin this effort of
education, for no one who comes here
can go away unmoved and unsobered by
the exposure to their ordeals. Hiroshima
and Nagasaki experienced first-hand what
they hope— and work to assure— will
never happen to another city: the total,
though in this case temporary, breakdown
of a community, the destruction of all
municipal facilities and services, the long
legacy of illness and fear. At this con-
ference, the two cities share their ex-
periences with representatives of 64 cities
from twenty-three countries, as well as
with 33 Japanese cities.

I find it particularly encouraging that
there are a number of cities of the Third
World represented here. The menace of
nuclear weapons cannot be adequately ad-
dressed as an issue solely of East-West
confrontation. Yet there has been a
tendency to do so, both in the North and
the South. Let us look more closely at the
irrationality of confining the nuclear issue
to the East-West dimension. In order to
do so we must touch upon three salient
issues: the condition of instability in the
Third World, nuclear proliferation, and
the environmental impact of large-scale
nuclear war as encapsulated in the
‘““nuclear winter’’ theory.

Since the atomic bombs were dropped
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, more than
150 wars have taken place in the world.
The vast majority of them have taken
place in the Third World. The pace and
scale of social change; the devastating im-
pact of economic recession, the festering
of old grievances and the upsurge of new
demands have strained the social and
political resilience of the Third World
societies to the breaking point. On top of
this, the Third World has become an
arena for the acting out of East-West
competition, precisely because the
achievement of nuclear parity has made it
too dangerous for the super-powers to
fight each other directly. The outcome of
conflicts in the Third World has con-
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siderable impact on the strategic balance
in the world as a whole. It is worth noting
that in most of the instances in which the
use of nuclear weapons has been seriously
contemplated since August, 1945, Third
World countries have been involved.

The patterns of armed conflict in the
Third World are unpredictable, and the
long-term political stability of many
developing countries and regions is doubt-
ful. In such an unsettled context, the pro-
spect of nuclear proliferation is terrifying.
Yet it is very likely that insecurities arising
from new or existing tensions will lead
some countries toward an all-out effort to
acquire nuclear weapons. The most
powerful incentive for any nation to do so
is the assumption that its opponents are
planning to do the same, or have actually
embarked upon the process. This vicious
spiral is already underway, between India
and Pakistan, Brazil and Argentina,
South Africa and the front line states,
Israel and Iraq. Many other states have
the technical capability to develop nuclear
weapons in a relatively short time.

Even more terrifying than the spread of
nuclear weapons to potentiality unstable
or irresponsible nations is the prospect of
nuclear weapons falling into the hands of
non-governmental  groups, especially
those who have already shown their will-
ingness to use terrorist tactics, and to
sacrifice the lives of innocent civilians in
the attempt to further a political aim. You
may remember that, a few years ago, an
undergraduate student at Princeton
University in the United States published
a credible blueprint for an atomic
weapon. The increased sophistication,
portability and power of nuclear devices,
the transparency of the basics of their
design, and the increasing circulation of
f%ssile materials breaks down any con-
fidence that the nuclear monopoly can be
retained  for  very long. If an
uUndergraduate student can design a
textbook bomb, the nuclear suitcase
bomb cannot be far behind. Already

government arsenals contain ‘‘backpack”
bombs— tempting targets for theft if not
imitation.

The growth of the nuclear power in-
dustry raises the risk of proliferation in
two ways. The diversion of weapons-
grade uranium from conventional reac-
tors has been constrained in large part by
suppliers’ and manufacturers’ safeguards.
However, the current economic crisis in
the nuclear power industry has turned the
reactor business into a buyers’ market.
There is a danger of a consequent
bidding-down of safeguards by countries
that are in a position to buy reactors.
Secondly, the development of the breeder
reactor, even if it operates only in the in-
dustrial countries, is beginning to put
such quantities of plutonium into circula-
tion that preventing the diversion of the
small amount needed to construct a small
weapon begins to seem a Herculean task.

If it is foolish for the North to ignore
the conditions and capabilities of the
South in calculating ways to keep the
nuclear genie bottled up, it is equally
foolish for the Third World to look upon
the nuclear threat as something of con-
cern only to the nuclear-weapons states
and their neighbors and close allies, irrele-
vant to the pressing problems of hunger
and poverty. This complacency has been
shattered by the elaboration of the
“‘nuclear  winter”’ theory, whose
plausibility is now almost universally
acknowledged though its potential severi-
ty and duration are still controversial. The
prospect of a global nuclear winter
following a sizeable exchange of weapons
in the northern hemisphere makes clear
that all countries are imperiled by atomic
weapons, whether or not they possess or
plan to acquire such weapons. As I said
before, there can be no opting out of the
danger. The Third World has a direct and
urgent stake in progress on nuclear arms
control, and in the re-establishment of an
atmosphere of detente between the super-
powers that will permit such progress.




48 Keynote Address

The universality of the nuclear threat
makes it imperative that the peace move-
ment achieves a similar universality.
There is particular urgency that it make
itself felt in the threshold nuclear states.
The problems of nuclear proliferation,
the arms race, and hair-trigger readiness
for nuclear war are too vital to be con-
signed to governments alone. Moreover,
it is important to remember that the ma-
jor revolutions in consciousness that have
come about in the past two decades are
the products, not of national policies for
the most part, but of peoples’
movements. I am thinking of the en-
vironmental protection movement, the
women’s movement, the labor movement,
various civil rights movements, and so
forth. In these areas, governments have
been followers more often than leaders.
Peace activists should not remain isolated
from other people’s movements, but
should join with them in coalitions for the
pursuit of common goals. When the peo-
ple demand to be heard and insist upon
defining problems and pushing for their
solutions, governments often do, in time,
respond— even governments that are not
democratic in form.

It is not enough, however, for the peo-
ple to demand peace. A deeper level of
analysis is required, in order to under-
stand the forces that obstruct peace. The
United Nations University is one institu-
tion that is seeking, through research on
the theme of peace and security, to gain a
better understanding of how to move
toward a positive peace, which represents
a genuine resolution of conflicts rather
than a reliance on military force.

Pope John Paul II spoke in Hiroshima
of the need to build a society that will
eliminate the causes of war by pursuing
progress for all of humanity. Peace
without the resolution of injustice is a
sterile, and a fragile, peace. So those of us
in cities and communities around the
world who hope to push aside the nuclear
shadow, along with the lesser but still ter-

rible shadow of conventional war, cannot
just cry for peace; we must also work for
peace— and that means working for
justice, the transformation of our
societies step-by-step, and the transfor-
mation of our relationships with the peo-
ple of other societies.

I have dwelt upon the meaning of the
setting in which this conference is taking
place, and on the significance of the
representation of other cities here. Now I
would like, briefly, to say a word about
the historical moment at which we gather.
We are 40 years into the nuclear age, and
we live with a vivid and growing sense of
peril. Yet I think we can draw some hope
from the fact that in these forty years
nuclear weapons have not been used in
war. Nuclear weapons technology has
become increasingly accessible. The
nuclear power industry has grown; as a
result the arcs of the nuclear fuel cycle
have lengthened. Political tensions cer-
tainly have not subsided. Yet there has
been a rather surprising restraint in pro-
liferation thus far. This is no grounds for
complacency, but it may perhaps indicate
that humankind has some collective in-
stinct to avoid the fate of the dinosaurs.

I put this forward more as a hope than
a conviction. The cities where our people
live and work, love and play, would be the
first casualties in a nuclear war. So they
must be the first line of defense against
the occurrence of such a war. Local
government in the service of its citizens’
needs has a responsibility to address itself
to the international and national as well as
local issues that affect citizens’ welfare
and security. Of these, none is more
urgent than nuclear disarmament.

Thank you.
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M.C.: Yasushi Yamada, Vice-Director of
Office of Mayor of Hiroshima

We are ready to open the plenary ses-
sion 1 on the subject of ‘‘Hiroshima and
Nagasaki: Consequence of nuclear war.”

My name is Yamada, the Secretary-
general of this conference. I ask for your
cooperation.

This session is to be chaired by Mr.
Araki, the Mayor of Hiroshima, which is
the sponsoring city.

I would like to give the floor to Mr.
Araki, the Mayor of Hiroshima, to chair
the plenary session I.

Chairman: Takeshi Araki, Mayor of
Hiroshima

Thank you for this introduction.

I would like to serve as the chairman
throughout this conference in Hiroshima.

First of all, I would like to explain the
way of the proceeding of this session.

Today at this session, the persons con-
cerned with Hiroshima or Nagasaki are
scheduled to explain the real situation of
the damage caused by the A- bomb
dropping.

And then, the panel discussion is to
follow. :

During the plenary session tomorrow
afternoon, ten cities are to report how to
approach peace.

And afterwards, the panel discussion is
to be held in reference to those reports
from ten cities.

At the end of this two-day conference, 1
would like to conclude by adopting
Hiroshima Appeal.

And please allow me to appoint the
following 12 mayors in addition to the
Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki as the
members of the drafting committee for
Hiroshima Appeal and the Approach to
.the Third Special Session of the United
Nations General Assembly Devoted to
Disarmament.

The names of the cities and mayors are
‘as follows.

German Democratic Republic
Berlin

Mayor: Mr. Erhard Krack

Italy

Cassino

Mayor: Mr. Vincenzo Mattei
United Kingdom

Glasgow

Lord Provost: Mr. Robert Gray
China

Hangzhou

Mayor: Mr. Boxi Zhong *

Japan

Kawasaki

Mayor: Mr. Saburo Ito

Sri Lanka

Nuwara Eliya

Mayor: Mr. Edmund S. Rajapakse
U.S.A.

Sacramento

Mayor: Mrs. Anne Rudin
Canada

Vancouver

Mayor: Mr. Michael F. Harcourt
France

Verdun

Mayor: Mr. Jacques Barat-Dupont
U.S.S.R.

Volgograd

Mayor: Mr. Vladimir I. Atopov
Federal Republic of Germany
Hannover

Lord Mayor: Mr. Herbert Schmalstieg

Australia
Sydney
Lord Mayor: Mr. Douglas W. Sutherland

Now, I would like to start this session. I
would like Dr. Nagai who is the former
Minister of Education and the Senior Ad-
visor to the Rector of the United Nations
University to serve as the coordinator
throughout this two-day conference in
Hiroshima.

Now, I would like to give the floor to
Dr. Nagai.
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Coordinator: Michio Nagai, Senior Ad-
visor to the Rector, United Nations
University

I am Nagai appointed an important role
of coordinator just now. I ask for your
cooperation.

Now, I would like to start this session.

As written in the program, first of all,
four persons are to make keynote reports
concerning the real situation of the A-
bombing.

After these four presentations, there
will be time for questions and answers.
So, please save all of your questions until
all these four presentations are finished.

As I would like to introduce these four
speakers, I would like each of these four
speakers to come up to the stage in the
order of calling out of names respectively.

In Japan, we address a person with
San.

This is very convenient and can be ap-
plied to everyone whether one is male or
female, old or young, single or married.

I have just introduced San, a form of
honorifics, to the persons from abroad. I
would like to call upon these four
speakers in the order of Mr. Seiji
Imahori-San, President of Hiroshima
Women’s University, Itsuzo Shigematsu-
San, Chairman of Radiation Effects
Research Foundation, Tatsuichiro
Akizuki-San, Chairman of Nagasaki
Foundation for the Promotion of Peace,
and lastly Akihiro Takahashi-San, Pro-
gram Director of Hiroshima Peace
Culture Foundation.

First of all, I would like Dr. Imahori to
report the real situation of the effects
caused by the A-bombing from a
socialogical point of view. Dr. Imahori
has been involved in the supervision of
““Record of the Hiroshima A-bomb War
Disaster’’ edited by the City of Hiroshima
as well as the edition of ‘‘Hiroshima And
Nagasaki’’> edited by the Cities of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

He is an historian well versed in the
issues of A-bombs and peace.

In 1981, he served as the Chairman of
the Executive Committee to invite the In-
dependent Commission on Disarmament
and Security Issues whose chairman was
Olof Palme, the present Prime Minister of
Sweden to Hiroshima.

Now, I would like to give the floor to
Dr. Imahori.

Keynote Reports

““Sociological Effects of
A-bombing’’

Seiji Imahori
President of Hiroshima Women’s
University

During the 15 years of war from 1931 to
1945, we fought a war in East Asia. There
are many problems related to this 15-year
war. During this period, there was no
distinction made between combatants and
noncombatants, involving many innocent
citizens in the war efforts. Many countries
protested, saying that this was indeed
against international law. President
Roosevelt of the United States was par-
ticularly strong in voicing protest. He pro-
tested over dozen times against the
minister of foreign affairs of Japan. He
was determined not to kill any noncom-
batants in the war efforts. What did the
Japanese Government respond to such
protests? It said, ‘‘Because we are in the
state of war, we can not help inflicting
some damage on noncombatants.’’

This response of the Japanese Govern-
ment actually was one of the most impor-
tant elements in encouraging the Presi-
dent to drop the atomic bomb on Japan. I
want to emphasize that an atomic bomb is
a weapon to kill all the people living in the
impact zone combatants and noncom-

batants. If the Japanese had acted to
distinguish combatants from noncom-
batants, President Roosevelt would not
have gone ahead to develop nuclear
bombs. Because he insisted on making
this distinction. That is my feeling about
the course of developing nuclear
weapons. At an early stage of developing
an A-bomb, the Germans attacked Guer-
nica, and other war actions took place.
The development of an A-bomb was
started with Germany in mind. But at the
time of considering the target of the drop-
ping of A-bombs, the target was set on
Japan. It was on May 5, 1943 when he
decided to drop the bombs on Japan. And
it was on September 18, 1944 when he
confirmed with Prime Minister Churchill
the decision to drop the bombs on Japan.
This has been revealed by the documents
that have been released recently. Of
course, A-bombs were also developped in
Japan. And Japan was also responsible in
instigating the United States to develop,
these bombs. Japan therefore has now a
duty and obligation to work for the total
abolition of nuclear weapons.

But there is another question why the
U.S. dropped these bombs on Hiroshima
and Nagasaki.

And Kyoto as well as Kokura were also
among the targets considered. The
reasons for choosing Hiroshima and
Nagasaki were that they were congested
areas so that it would be easier and more
convenient to measure effects of the
bombs.

In other words, A-bombs developed to
attack cities and citizens were actually us-
ed in order to measure the effects of the
bombs to citizens. Therefore the atomic
bombs, from the very outset, were not
developed and used as a means of war. I
must also emphasize this point. There are
many people who can say that certain
preventive measures could be taken
against nuclear attacks. But I must say
that the victims were left to die, they never
received any medical care after the dropp-
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ing of the bombs. Because all the
hospitals and most of the doctors as well
as most of the nurses, police force, broad-
casting stations, transportation facilities
and all other institutions were an-
nihilated. Any other authorities that
might have helped these victims were
totally destroyed and eliminated at the
time of the bombing. It was totally im-
possible to extend medical cares or other
assistance to the victims. If another bomb
is to be used now, the same thing is sure to
happen.

Furthermore we have other people who
were not directly the victims of the explo-
sion of A-bombs. There were people who
came into the cities to give assistance to
the direct victims. And these people who
came later to the cities were also affected.
Therefore there was a second wave of
atomic victims. And there were a large
number of people who were exposed to
radiation and the black rain that came
after the bombing. So the secondly wave
of victims numbered large. They were
courageous people. They were doctors
with strong social and professional con-
sciousness to help the victims and those
people were hurt subsequently. This is in-
deed an important matter to consider. It
follows therefore that the devastating ef-
fects of radiation persists and expands
gradually. This matter indeed constitutes
one of the most characteristic features of
the atomic bombings which was un-
imaginable from conventional weapons.
Thirdly I must also emphasize that the
victims in Hiroshima and Nagasaki were
not only Japanese. There were many non-
Japanese who suffered; hundreds of
prisoners of war who were from Great
Btitain, United States, Indonesia,
Australia and the Netherlands. They had
been in a POW camp located only 600
meters from the hyporcenter; they all died
in the blast. In Hiroshima, there were
about 2,000 American Citizens of
Japanese descents. They also suffered
from the A-bombs in these two cities.
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There were many people engaged in
church missionary activities. They includ-
ed Germans, Polish and others. There
were many exchange students from
China, Mongolia and South East Asia.
And they numbered quite a lot too. Then
there were also some White Russians as
well as some overseas Chinese merchants.
They were local residents in these cities.
So there were a considerable number of
non-Japanese people who suffered.
Especially, at the time of the dropping
of the A-bombs, there were 25,000 to
28,000 Koreans in Hiroshima, and about
12,000 Koreans in Nagasaki. Among
them, 5,000 to 8,000 Koreans in
Hiroshima, and 1,500 to 2,000 Koreans in
Nagasaki died. These facts show that the
A-bomb victimized not only Japanese but
may other peoples as well. I’'m sure that
the same thing will happen when the next
atomic bomb is dropped anywhere. Let
me say more about what really happened
when the atomic bomb was dropped. All
the buildings within the 2-kilometer
radius, and 90 percent of the houses and
buildings within the 3-kilometer radius
were reduced to ashes. Within the 4 to 5
kilometer-radius, two thirds of the
buildings were made unlivable.
Hibakusha numbered about 350,000 in
Hiroshima, and about 270,000 in
Nagasaki. And as for the non-Hiroshima
residents Hibakusha, there were 77,590 in
Hiroshima, and 28,592 in Nagasaki. The
second-stage Hibakusha who suffered
from radiation during rescue operations
numbered 11,347 in Hiroshima, and 5,568
in Nagasaki. Among the victims of the A-
bombs, 130,000 people had died in
Hiroshima, and 70,000 people died in
Nagasaki by the end of October in 1945.
The numbers had grown to 200,000 in
Hiroshima, and 140,000 in Nagasaki by
the end of October in 1950. I must also
say that communities were also destroyed
by the A-bomb. Within the area of one
kilometer radius, 79% of the families lost
their family member or members as a

result of the bombing. And within more
than 3 kilometers around, 42% of the
families had one or more of the family
members deceased. Furthermore there
were many people who had to evacuate
leaving their parents and children to die.
Because otherwise, they would also have
been killed. And this left a deep
psychological trauma throughout the rest
of their life. I must say that mothers, most
of the time, could not abandone their dy-
ing children and as a result both the
mother and the children perished. This
resulted from the deep affection that the
mother had towards their children. So
there was such an irreparable destruction
of family ties. Furthermore neighborhood
organizations as well as work places were
completely destroyed. People felt very
bad because they had to farsake some of
the members of their own communities,
families, relatives and mutual-relief
associations.

What about the assets that were lost in
these two cities by the A-bombs? In
Hiroshima, given Japan’s productive na-
tional income at 1,044 yen, in 1944, the
total loss which amounted to at least
884,100,000 yen was equivalent to the
total yearly income of 850,000 people. In
Nagasaki, the total loss amounted to
380,100,000 yen eqalling the total yearly
income of 480,000 people. Also lost were
the culture and historical properties of the
300-year-old cities that could not be
measured in dollars and cents. Further-
more the economic loss of the A-bomb
survivors after the end of the war was also
considerable. We must also look at the
life that the victims led after the end of the
war. They suffered indeed a great deal.
The A-bomb victims had received relief
from the Japanese Government for 2
months after the end of the war. But two
months later, financial and medical aids
were terminated. But then mny survivors
had no means of living. And because of
the lack of assistance, many people died
from starvation and medical inattention.

If any assistance had been provided dur-
ing the 5 years from 1945 to 1950, 40,000
to 50,000 people would have been saved.
The International Red Cross only sent
about 1.5 tons of medical supplies such as
bandages enough for about 10,000 peo-
ple. That was the best International Red
Cross was able to do.

The occupation forces did not offer any
assistance fearing it might give rise to the
demand for reparation. Even after 1950,
there were many survivors who led dif-
ficult lives. In 1965, the employment rate
was only 82.1% among the male sur-
vivors, while its national average was
88.5%. And it was 38.3% among the
female survivors, while its national
average was 34.5%. As for the unemploy-
ment rate, it was 2.8% among the male
survivous, while its national average was
1.1%. And it was 0.8% among the female
survivors, while its national average was
0.5%. Therefore it followed inevitably
that the victims had very difficult life to
lead due to the unemployment and job in-
securities. Marriage posed a problem for
A-bomb survivors. Of course, there were
many problems related to young girls who
were A-bomb survivors.

In 1958, there was a survey carried out
by the Prefecture of Hiroshima. And it
was found that only 49% of female
Hibakusha between the age of 20 to 29
were not married while its ratio was 4.4%
among non-Hibakusha. Many victims
were unable to find spouses. Also there
were many families in very difficult
plights. And these situations resulted in
many troubles. They suffered from large
medical expenses. In 1965, the ratio of
persons needing madical treatments
among A-bomb victims was twice the na-
tional average. And 44% of the A-bomb
victims needed medical expenses. In terms
of cost, medical cost increased about 2.5
fold. Many of them had to undergo
surgicl operations. However they had very
small amount of income. The result of
this survey tells that they suffered from
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daily livings. And if we classify the
families of the A-bomb victims into three
income classes, the highest income class
acounted for 10% after the war and it was
down to 8 percent at one time. But it
recovered to 10% after a while. The peo-
ple in this class had an ability to recover
themselves. However, as for the people
who became very poor because of the
bombing of the A-bombs, they could not
recover after the war. The low income
class accounted for 39.1% before the war,
and increased to more than 50% in the
1950s, and then increased to more than
60% in 1960s. So many people became
poorer. Many people were laughed at.
There are not only people suffered the
bombing the A-bombs, but also some
people suffering other wise instead of
having suffered the bombings of the A-
bombs. In Hiroshima, during the last
period of the war, the number of children
who evacuated to other areas of Japan
totaled 23,500. And 4,000 to 5,000 of
them were left as orphans. So there were
families, parents who were affected by
the war. And in the same way, many peo-
ple were transferred, and moved to other
areas, local areas. And one of the results
of the bombings of the A-bombs, the
social problems of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, such as solitary elderly persons
and orphans, became very serious pro-
blems. I would like to conclude by saying
that we, Japanese, are also responsible for
the the A-bomb disaster. Nuclear
weapons lead to genocide, sociocide,
biocide and earthcide. And further, they
will devastate the globe completely, and
exterminate the humanity completely.
That is to say, nuclear weapons mean the
total destruction of the earth.

So in terms of human rights, these
bombs should not be allowed to exist on
earth. Japanese people may be indifferent
to the situations in other countries. But
these bombs are intended to kill citizens
and noncombatants. Nuclear weapons
have been developed to attack cities.
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And promoting nuclear disarmament to
attain the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons is the duty for the A-bomb
victims. So all the citizens all over the
world should be united in order to
eliminate these types of weapons,
transcending all the political differences
or differences in the ideas and creed.

Thank you very much for your
attention.

Coordinator: Michio Nagai

Next, I would like to call upon Mr.
Itsuzo Shigematsu.

Mr. Shigematsu has been serving as a
member of WHO Advisory Panel on
Health Statistics since 1973.

And, from 1982 to 1983, he served as
the Vice-Chairman of the International
Committee of Experts in Medical Sciences
and Public Health to Implement Resolu-
tion WHO 34, 38, “Effects of Nuclear
War on Health and Health Services.”

‘‘Health Effects of the
Atomic Bombs in Hiroshima
and Nagasaki’’

Itsuzo Shigematsu
Chairman, Radiation Effects Research
Foundation

Ladies and Gentlemen: I should like to

make a presentation on the health effects
of the atomic bombs in Hiroshima and
Nagasaki with the use of slides.
(Slide 1) Atomic bombs were detonated
over Hiroshima and Nagasaki in August
1945, The energy released by the Nagasaki
plutonium bomb exceeded that of the
Hiroshima uranium bomb, but physical
damage in Hiroshima was much greater
than in Nagasaki because of the dif-
ferences in topography and distribution
of buildings between the two cities.

(Slide 2) This picture shows the explo-
sion of the atomic bomb in Hiroshima on
the left side and that in Nagasaki on the
right side.

(Slide 3) Physical effects of the atomic
bombs consist of a combination of blast,
heat and radiation. Blast damage and fire
occurred well beyond 4 kilometers, par-
ticularly in Nagasaki. The gamma radia-
tion from both bombs extended out to 2
to 2.5 kilometers, whereas the neutron
particles which were more evident in
Hiroshima traveled a much shorter
distance due to absorption in the air.
(Slide 4) The number of acute deaths in
Hiroshima due to the bombing by the end
of December 1945 is estimated to be
around 110,000 out of a population of ap-
proximately 330,000. The corresponding
estimate in Nagasaki is about 70,000 out
of around 250,000. The number of those
injured is approximately the same as that
of deaths in both cities.

(Slide 5) This is a case of severe burn in
a person exposed at a distance of 500
meters from the hypocenter in Hiroshima.
(Slide 6) The burn pattern corresponded
to the dark colored design of the clothing.
(Slide 7) This is a typical case of radia-
tion injury with subcutaneous petechiae
on the face.

(Slide 8) Epilation is also one of the
characteristic signs in radiation injuries.

(Slide 9) The foregoing described the
acute effects of atomic bombs on health.
ABCC or the US Atomic Bomb Casualty
Commission and JNIH or the Japanese
National Institute of Health had con-
ducted studies on the late health effects
among atomic bomb survivors in
Hiroshima and Nagasaki from 1947 to
1975, when RERF or the Radiation Ef-
fects Research Foundation, which is
equally supported by both the govern-
ments of Japan and the United States,
succeeded the ABCC-JNIH research
program.

(Slide 10) This picture shows the present

facilities of Hiroshima RERF, being the
former buildings of ABCC.

(Slide 11) The Nagasaki Branch
Laboratory recently moved into this new
building.

(Slide 12) A nation-wide survey of
atomic bomb survivors was first con-
ducted in 1950, when a total of 285,000
survivors were enumerated. A cohort of
about 110,000 subjects was then selected
from these survivors for the purpose of
follow-up studies on their late health ef-
fects. The life span in this cohort has been
under study since 1958 and autopsies have
also been performed for pathological
studies. Since 1958, a detailed biennial
medical examination program called the
‘“Adult Health Study’’ has been con-
ducted on a subsample comprising about
1/5 of this cohort or 20,000 subjects. A
separate cohort of 2,800 in utero exposed
children and their nonexposed controls
has been followed for mortality after
birth as well as for morbidity.

(Slide 13) A large scale genetic study was
conducted based on pregnancy registra-
tions in both Hiroshima and Nagasaki
from 1946 to 1954. Furthermore, a cohort
consisting of 77,000 children whose
parents were either exposed or not expos-
ed was set up in 1960 for mortality follow-
up and later for cytogenetic and
biochemical genetic studies.

(Slide 14) Besides these studies, other
projects such as cardiovascular disease
and cancer investigations, immunological
studies and reassessment of atomic bomb
dosimetry have been developed as shown
in this slide.

(Slide 15) The late health effects of
atomi¢ bomb radiation which have been
studied based on these research programs
are summarized in the following three
slides. This slide indicates the effects for
which a definite relationship to atomic
bomb exposure has been established.
Radiation effects have been shown in an
increase in leukemia and malignant
tumors of such sites as the thyroid, breast,
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lung and stomach. An excess of cataracts,
chromosomal aberrations, small head size
and mental retardation in the in utero ex-
posed, and a delay in growth and develop-
ment shortly after the bombing were alsc
observed.
(Slide 16) This is an unfortunate boy
with small head size, belonging to the in
utero group.
(Slide 17) This slide shows the effects
for which there is a borderline or sug-
gestive relationship, such as other sites of
malignant tumors and certain changes in
immunity.
(Slide 18) We have failed to observe an
increase in some Kkinds of malignant
tumors, any excess of mortality other
than that due to malignant tumors, any
radiation-related acceleration of non-
specific aging, sterility, or genetic effects.
However, these negative findings do not
necessarily mean that such effects do not
exist. They may imply that the sample
sizes of the studies were not adequate or
the indices of radiation effects employed
were not of sufficient sensitivity.
(Slide 19) Last year, WHO or the World
Health Organization published a report of
the International Experts Committee on
the ‘““Effects of Nuclear War on Health
and Health Services.”’
(Slide 20) This report has already been
translated into several languages. This
slide shows the French and Chinese
editions.
(Slide 21) The final conclusion of this
report which was reached after careful
review of all the available data is cited
here. It reads as follows: ‘““The only ap-
proach to the treatment of the health ef-
fects of nuclear explosions is primary
prevention of such explosions, that is, the
prevention of atomic war.”’

I have borrowed these words to con-
clude my presentation. Thank you.
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Coordinator: Michio Nagai

Next, I would like to call upon Mr.
Tatsuichiro Akizuki. Mr. Akizuki is the
Chairman of the Board of Directors,
Nagasaki Foundation for the Promotions
of Peace.

He was exposed to the A-bombing in
the City of Nagasaki.

As he is a physician, he suffered from
many troubles in treating A-bomb victims
as the Department Chief of Urakami First
Hospital.

He is also baptized as a Catholic.

And he has been serving actively as the
Department Chief of St. Francis
Hospital.

He has been very active in telling the
stories of Hibakusha, A-bomb victims.

‘““My Experiences in
Nagasaki’’

Tatsuichiro Akizuki
Chairman, Nagasaki Foundation for the
Promotion of Peace

Thank you, my name is Akizuki. The
mayors representing 67 cities from 22
countries of the world, the mayors of 33
cities of Japan, those who are the true
representatives of the citizens overcoming
the differences of ideology and creeds. It
is indeed a great honor for me, a
Hibakusha of Nagasaki, to be given the
opportunity to speak to you on the occa-
sion of the First World Conference of
Mayors for Peace through Intercity
Solidarity on behalf of all the Hibakusha
of Nagasaki and those who were killed. I
would like to express my gratitude to all
of you. I’'m a physician. I’m a Hibakusha,
atomic bomb survivor. I would like to
report to you what I have seen and ex-
perienced in Nagasaki as a physician.

On the night of August 9, 1945, when

the atomic bomb was dropped, I was a
physician working for a Catholic hospital
with about 70 patients in Urakami.
Then I was told that a new type of bomb
had been dropped on Hiroshima on 6th of
August. The President of the Medical
College who had witnessed the damage of
Hiroshima told me that Hiroshima had
been wiped out. Of course, we did not
know that it was an atomic bomb. Niida,
the President of the Medical College,
Japanese scholars, Japanese people, and
even the Japanese leaders were ignorant
of the situation of the world. It was fine
and hot on the very day, 9th of August.

At 8 o’clock in the morning when I was
about to start my job, there was an air-
raid warning which meant that enemy
planes were approaching. In those days,
the Japanese army, navy, and the air
force had been incapacitated and most of
the anti-aircraft guns in Hiroshima had
been destroyed.

The Allied Forces made many raids on
many cities in Japan day and night.
“They will not come today,’’ I thought. I
was anxious about my patients, and then
the air-raid warning was lifted. I started
the treatment of my patients. Suddenly
there was a glary flash of light, burning
flash, gigantic shock with a huge sound. I
thought that an enemy’s bomb or a
bomber had dropped on the hospital. I
fell, and the nurse beside me, also fell. I
stood up. I was not hurt. The patients
who came down from upstairs did not
have major injuries curiously. I went out
of the window of the hospital. I can never
forget what 1 saw then. The sky was all
dark with big black clouds. There was a
yellow-browny smoke on the ground.
Urakami Cathedral, industrial high
school, the nearby houses and trees were
all ablaze. I had an illusion that I was see-
ing an eruption of a huge volcano. I
thought this must be the new type of
bomb which had been dropped in
Hiroshima. Most of the Nagasaki City
was destroyed.

L

We did not see any airplane. My
hospital was a brick building, but it was
burnt. The Nagasaki Medical University
Hospital was demolished. Then the peo-
ple with broken skulls, the children with
intestines spreading out and the people
bleeding, much injured with broken
glasses came to me. The naked people
dragged themselves along. They were
totally burnt, their skins had been pealed,
and they collapsed. My hospital was
burned down in five hours. As a helpless
doctor without any medicines or any
drugs, I was surrounded by these severely
injured people. The people died one after
another. Their injuries and burns were
suppurated and they were infested with
maggots. And 4 or 5 days later, we
became aware of strange diseases. Those
who did not sustain any injuries vomitted
blood. And some people bled from in-
testines, or bled to dealth. Those people
were suffering from the atomic bomb
disease that is the radiation sickness. We
did not know then but the atomic bomb, a
new type bomb, had released the explo-
sion pressure and high heat and a large
amount of radiation. And it had released
the radioactive fallout (the ashes of
death). Then the number of the people
who died of the radiation sickness increas-
ed for forty days after the bombing of the
A-bomb. The deaths occurred in a radius
of 2,000 meters from the hypocenter.
Then the medical team came from
other places, and set up a first-aid station.
And there was also a navy hospital 30
kilometers away from the city. But the
number of the injured victims who receiv-
ed medical attention accounted for only 5
to 10 percent of all the injured victims. A
week after the A-bombing, Japan sur-
rendered on the 15th of August. The
Emperor proclaimed on the radio that
Japan would end the war. Surrounded
by the dead and injured, we did not have
the radio. So I read it in a newspaper. 1
thought it only natural that Japan had
surrendered. We wept with the injured
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people and a question that haunted us was
why we had to continue this war so long.
For the first time, we heard of the atomic
bomb. It was said that no human habita-
tion would be possible in Nagasaki for the
next 75 years. Surrounded by many in-
jured people, without any drugs and ade-
quate equipment, I had to treat these peo-
ple suffering from various diseases and
damages. In September, American forces
came, they gave us new drugs and medical
equipments. And the remains of the
school in the center of Nagasaki City was
made into the hospital. But most of the
injured people were left in the barracks.
Then from October, joint research of
Japan and the United States began. It was
the first time that the large-scale physicial,
biological, medical and statistical in-
vestigation had begun by the order of the
occupation forces. However the result of
the investigation was not released im-
mediately, and the scientific results were
published after 6 years. The atomic bomb
dropped on Nagasaki was the plutonium
bomb equivalent to 23 kilo tons of TNT.
Kokura had originally been picked as the
bombing target. However at 8 in the mor-
ning, the skies over Kokura were not
clear. So they changed the target to
Nagasaki. Two minutes after 11 o’clock
in the morning, the bomb was dropped.
The hypocenter was Matsuyamacho
which-is the north-western part of the ci-
ty. There was a tremendous blast
generating at once heat and tens of
thousands rads of radiation. It is said that
the number of the killed persons, was
73,000 the injured 74,000. And the
buildings completely burnt or destroyed
totaled 12,000. However these figures
may not be accurate. In the case of
Nagasaki, since the hypocenter was not
in the center of the city, and there in a
mountain about 300 meters high, the
damages were less than that of
Hiroshima. 1 was at the point 1,400
meters away from the hypocenter but
since we were inside the concrete
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building none of us were fatally wounded.
The injuries due to the atomic bomb are
reported as follows. The damage due to
the blast. The rupture of internal organs
due to fallen building. The sprain due to
destroyed pieces. The bruise due to
broken glass and wood. The suppuration
of these injuries. The death caused by
burning under crushed buildings.

(2) The burns due to the heat; since it
was summer and people wore light
clothes, the persons within 1,500 meters
from the hypocenter died. And 20 to 30%
of the deaths were caused by burns. 3)
Due to the radiation; this is the
characteristics of the atomic bomb
disease. We have seen curious diseases.
And that was the acute radiation sickness.
Hematopoietic tissues such as bone mar-
row lymph node and digestive organs
were damaged. And the incidence of these
cases continued for about a month from 3
or 4 days after the bombing. Those
periods are called acute period and
subacute period. Those were complicated
with infections. The subacute period con-
tinued for 4 months after the A-bombing.
These are what I had witnessed as a physi-
cian in Nagasaki which are later to be
categorized academically as the atomic
bomb disease. But this investigation into
the disease was begun 40 days after the
bombing. By then 90% of the victims had
already been dead. And there were two
heavy rains in September causing the
fallouts to be washed out or buried
underground. In December 1945, it was
reported that the atomic bomb disaster
had been over. However its after effects
began. For the next six years until the con-
clusion of the San Francisco Peace Trea-
ty, there had been the press code (news
censorship) placed by the occupation
forces. And then the universities in Japan
had not recovered yet. So we do not have
many data on the late effects. The
unknown nature or anxiety of the atomic
bomb disease or sickness is due to these
late effects.

Only Hiroshima and Nagasaki actually
experienced the bombings of A-bombs
and the sufferings of late effects.

This is a sad experience of the human
beings.

1. Keloids. Protuberancy of skin. Ab-
normal heal of scars. Functional distur-
bances of eyelids, hands, fingers, feet and
face. Scars disfigured with burns.

2. As for both men and women, ab-
normal atrophy of gonad.

3. Leukemia. Blood disorders such as
aplastic anemia.

4. Thyriod. Malignancies in organs
such as ovary.

5. Congenital deformity caused by the
exposure in utero. (microcephaly)

6. Effects on gene.

Socially speaking, there had been pro-
blems of orphans, and the aged without
any family members. And also there had
been abnormal aging processes due to the
atomic bombing. These diseases and late
effects had been untouched until 1955
when the government passed the law con-
cerning the atomic bomb medical care.
The medical care and financial relief for
the people suffering from the late effects
were legislated. Under this law Hibakusha
were designated to receive financiall sup-
port pay for the medical care cost.
Research institutions were established in
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. But no com-
pensation for the bereaved families was
given. The families of Hibakusha had to
stand on their own. The humanity has
made a remarkable progress in seience
and technology. However they did not
make a big progress in morality and
ethics. Especially the Japanese sense of
nation or life was imperialism in those
days. And they would die rather than sur-
render. They had been misled in historical
views of the country. Japan is an island
country and had been closed for many
years. And Japanese were ignorant of the
world. I am worried now 40 years after
the atomic bombing. We have made a

rapid progress in economy and

technology. But we have not really done a
soul searching. Japanese consciousness,
to me, have not changed. The atomic
bombing on Nagasaki was the second
one, and it put an end to World War II.
We must make the atomic bomb dropped
on Nagasaki the last one in the human
history. Now, we are witnessing the
nuclear arms race between the two super-
powers. Because of the proliferation of
nuclear weapons, the nuclear stokpile in
the world has reached several hundred
thousands times that of the Nagasaki type
bomb. Once the nuclear war breaks out,
the humanity will be annihilated. All the
lives will be exterminated. In order to
warn that, we continue to tell our stories
of the A-bomb disasters. We have to tell
the United Nations, the governments of
the major nations and the citizens and the
grass roots groups that the nuclear
weapons and the humanity will never be
able to coexist, and the peace built on the
balance of nuclear weapons is not the ge-
nuine peace.

The City of Nagasaki is Japan’s only
port city opened to European countries
since 400 years ago.

Nagasaki is also noted as a city of the
Christian persecution and martyrdom for
300 years of its history. The enlargement
and proliferation of nuclear weapons are
such that we are convinced that these pro-
blems can no longer be left in the hands of
political parties or the administration, but
it is the matter of survival of the humanity
and the issue of minds and love of the
people. In 1981, Pope John Paul IT came
to Japan. He made a speech in Hiroshima
and read a High Mass in Nagasaki. He
said that he hates nuclear weapons, and
he is concerned about the future. His
words encouraged greatly not only the
Citizens of Nagasaki but also the people
of Japan in their wishes for the total
abolition of nuclear weapons and the at-
tainment of real peace. The Citizens of
Nagasaki will raise their voice to wish for
peace. We are now about to make a move
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towards peace. Nagasaki should become
the gateway for world peace. The
Japanese began the war, and were
defeated, because of their ignorance of
the world. I think ignorance is the cause
of every war. The United States is a great
country with various people from all over
the world. The people of the United States
speak English which is the universal
language. The United States could be a
state which is the most familiar with the
world. But they may have too much con-
fidence in their ability. The Soviet Union
is a large country with various races and
languages. It seems that Soviet Union, in
itself, is the world and is too large for its
people to consider the situations of other
countries. And this is dangerous. Getting
acquainted with each other leads to peace.
We do not need nuclear weapons. We do
not need the balance of nuclear weapons.
I’m so glad that the representatives of the
citizens, not the representatives of the in-
terests of the governments, have been able
to join this international conference. This
should be the entrance to ever lasting
peace.

I would like to extent my sincere
gratitude to all of you who have gathered
here. Thank you.

Coordinator: Michio Nagai

Lastly, I would like to call upon Mr.
Akihiro Takahashi, Program Director of
Hiroshima Peace Culture Foundation.

Mr. Takahashi at the age of 14 suffered
the A-bombing at a point 1.4 kilometers
from the hypocenter.

In 1980, Mr. Takahashi made a speech
on his A-bomb experience at the Russell
Senate Office Building in the United
States.

And in 1983, he attended the exhibition
titled of ‘‘An Exhibition of the Nuclear
Threat to Our world” held in the UN
European headquarters in Geneva, and
made a speech on his A-bomb experience
there.
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Though he has a weak constitution, he
is working hard as a A-bomb experience
teller to communicate the A-bomb
tragedies to the younger generation.

‘““My Experiences in
Hiroshima”’

Akihiro Takahashi
Program Director, Hiroshima Peace
Culture Foundation

Thank you for your kind introduction.
I will tell you about my experience as well
as a small episode in order to make an ap-
peal to you as a nuclear victim. It is said
that human beings are very good at
forgetting things.

But I cannot forget that incident on
that day. Indeed, I tell myself not to
forget that incident. I have been telling
myself that that day must be the starting
point of my second life. And many
memories of that day come back to me as
bitterly and clearly as yesterday. It was at
8:15 in the morning on August 6th 1945
that the first atomic bomb in the world
was exploded over Hiroshima. That bomb
with a flash and that deafening sound
destroyed the city and burned the citizens.

On that day, I was a 7th grader at 14
years of age. We were on our school
playground, and being lined up. As usual,
an air raid warning was made and cancell-
ed. One of my classmates called ‘‘Line
up.”” And at that very moment camea
blinding flash followed by a deafening
noise, and darkness covered everything
around me. Five minutes or ten minuts
later, I realized myself lying about ten
meters away from where I had been stan-
ding. Sixty classmates were all blown
away. All the school buildings were crush-
ed. There were no houses in sight. There

were a few small houses far in the
distance. There was nothing in sight.
““The City of Hiroshima disappeared.’’ I
told myself. And then, I looked at myself.
I was wearing only rags. And my skin was
pealing out of my legs and arms. And
there was red flesh showing. There was in-
tense heat on my back. And there were
many pieces of broken glass in my back. I
told myself, ‘I must escape to a river.”’ 1
went to the street, and hurried to the
river. Then I saw rows of victims walking
slowly, dragging their feet, wearing rags,
with arms hanging in their front. Many of
them were almost naked. Some had their
red flesh showing. Another man had
numerous pieces of broken glass on his
stomach and his back. And there was a
woman with the whole body bleeding and
an eyeball stuck out. There was a mother
with her hair standing upright beside a
seriously burned baby crying to the
mother. There were many dead lying
about. Some of them had the intestines
spreading on the street. It was indeed a
living hell. It was indeed beyond descrip-
tions. But I was trying to do my best to
escape to the river. But all the streets
leading to the river were full of broken
pieces of houses. I had to crawl over these
broken pieces of houses and dead bodies.

‘When I came to the river, miraculously
I found a wocden bridge remaining.
When I was about to cross the bridge, a
fire broke out from houses in the
neighborhood. There was a sea of fire,
and the flames shot up five meters high
with a thundering noise. I was almost
engulfed in the inferno. When I realized
that I was saved by the skin of my teeth, I
saw my tears falling down the cheek for
the first time. Crossing the bridge, and I
felt so good by gobbling cool water of the
river. Then I visited one of the first-aid
stations. And I was resting. Then it
started to rain. I saw black rain for the
first time. I felt the black rain very
strange. I waited for the rain to stop, and
then I began to walk home. On my way

home, I came across my great uncle and
my great aunt. They helped me to return
home. I slipped into coma and did not
gain my consciousness for three weeks. A
doctor visited me three weeks later. He
treated me for my scars. And for one year
and a half, I was languid, but trying to
recover. But my right elbow and four of
my fingers remained incapacitated. I still
have my keloid. The right index finger
still grows black nail. I’m sure some of
you have seen my own black nail in the A-
bomb Memorial Museum display. I have
also suffered from a liver trouble as an
after-effect of nuclear radiation explo-
sion. I was hospitalized seven times since
1971. As the disease on my liver has
become chronic, I constantly visit many
departments of hospitals, neurology, der-
matology, urology, otorhinolargology
and ophthalmology. Every day of my life,
I feel uneasy. I asked myself why I had to
live, suffering so much. But I tried to
eucourage myself, retelling that I have liv-
ed so far. In this way, I have lived until to-
day. Among my sixty classmates, fifty
died. There are about ten survivors of my
classmates. As one of these ten survivors
in my class, I must give an eternal life to
the voices of the dead classmates. It is in-
deed my duty and obligation to give an
eternal life to the voices of them. This
year is the 40th year after the atomic
bombing.

My frank feeling is that it is really in-
deed quite something that I have survived
these 40 years. Hiroshima is not merely a
past history. It is indeed the bell of warn-
ing to the future of humanity. A war is
raised and caused by people. It leads not
only to the death of persons concerned,
but also to the death of all the loved ones,
parents, sisters, brothers, friends and
teachers at school.

A nuclear war has no winners nor
losers. The inevitable result is the extinc-
tion of the total humanity and the end of
the earth. Unless we abolish nuclear
weapons, nuclear weapons will abolish us.
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A nuclear war is a challenge to the human
idea or the human rationality. And we
must act boldly for the total abolition of
nuclear weapons and the achievement of
real peace. We must overcome the dif-
ferences between groups and transcend
national boundaries. We must have con-
fidence instead of mistrust. Agreement in-
stead of hatred brings us together instead
of separation. We must change the course
of history. Recently I was told that the
trigger-puller of the U.S. bomber which
had dropped the atomic bomb on
Nagasaki wanted to visit Hiroshima and
Nagasaki to make an apology. Now, in
this connection, I would like to tell you a
small episode about Paul W. Tibbets, a
man who dropped the atomic bomb on
Hiroshima as the captain of Enola Gay,
B29 bomber. In June 1980, an exhibition
was held in the Russel Building of the
United States Senate office building in
Washington D.C. That is where I first met
Mr. Tibbets. He was at the outset hesitant
to meet me. But I was rather eager to see
him. He was waiting for me at a corner of
a small park behind this building. He
looked to be a humane, noble-looking
gentleman. I extended my right hand
which still had some keloids on it. Mr.
Tibbets asked, ‘‘Is this because of the
bombing?.”” I answered, ‘‘Yes.”” and at
that moment, he looked somewhat tense.
Then I said, ‘“Now, I have no intention of
giving bad words to you.”” That was my
initial word. Then I continued to say,
““You only followed, obeyed orders. We,
victims, have some feeling of hatred
against the leaders of the Japanese
Government as well as the leaders of the
United States. However such feeling of
hatred must be overcome. Additional
hatred can not erase past hatred. Only
when all the hatred or all the sorrow is
erased and overcome, we can hold our
real hope for everlasting peace.”” Then
Mr. Tibbets said, ‘‘I can understand your
feeling. That day, it was a fine day,
wasn’t it?>’
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“Yes, it was fine. The sky was indeed
very clear blue. I saw your B29 bomber.”’
““How old were you at the time of the A-
bombing?”’ ¢‘I was 14 years old, a seventh
grader.”

In this way, we talked. In the conclu-
sion of our brief meeting, I said, “A
nuclear weapon leads to a nuclear war,
and further leads to the extinction of
humanity. That is why we, nuclear vic-
tims, appeal for the total abolition of
nuclear weapons.”” Then Mr. Tibbets
responded by saying as follows,

“If a war occurs once again, and if I
should get the same order, 1 will repeat
the same thing. This is the logic of war
This is the logic of soldiers. That is the
reason why we oppose any kind of war.
No war should be allowed.”’

Mr. Tibbets kept holding my right
hand wuntil the end of our con-
versation. And I think I saw tears in
his eyes. And I asked for his name card.
And that was when, for the first time, he
started to smile. He was also a human be-
ing. Hatred can not erase hatred. Only by
overcoming hatred, we can get mutual
sympathy and trust. I have still been ex-
changing letters with Mr. Tibbets. It is
said that we now live within three minutes
of the outbreak of nuclear war. We must
make efforts so that we have five minutes
more, ten minutes more and eternal
amount of time before the outbreak of
another nuclear war. Each of us may be
rather feeble individually, but we are not
powerless in union. Unless anyone starts
to struggle for real peace, there will be no
start for real peace. And peace must be
established by varieties of efforts of in-
dividual citizens living in our cities. Peace
can not be given to us by anybody else.

Peace will not approach us. If we just
wait and see, we will have no peace. Peace
must be established through our positive
actions. As long as I live, I will persist in
my effort to tell my experience and to let
the spirit of Hiroshma be known around
the world. I hope that you will work even

harder for the prosperity of your cities
and the happiness of your citizens, and
further for the establishment of ever-
lasting peace on earth,

Thank you for your kind attention.

Questions and Answers

Coordinator: Michio Nagai

I would like to take time for questions
and answers.

There are many participants in this con-
ference. There are two persons who ex-
pressed their desire before this session to
speak.

First of all, I would like Mr. Thaddaus
Steinmayr, the mayor of St. Ulrich in
Austria, to speak.

And next speaker will be Mr. Lewis
Herman, the Mayor of Ashfield in
Australia.

I would like to give the floor to Mr.
Steinmayr.

St. Ulrich Mayor Thaddaus Steinmayr

I would like to tell a few impresions in
Hiroshima.

The first impression after hearing the
tragedy of Hiroshima. It will remain for
ever in my mind. The story is not known
to the people of the world. I hope that this
conference will provide the opportunity in
which the various actions are taken in
order to understand what really happened
here.

I am resolved that I will act to promote
peace in the world, when I get back to my
home country.

Ashfield Mayor Lewis Herman
Chairman, to the distiguished four
speakers, the Mayor of Hiroshima,
Nagasaki, lord mayors, mayors of Japan,
anticipating mayors, ladies, gentlemen.
Can I say, to Your Worship the Mayor
of Hiroshima. Thank you very much for

giving me the opportunity to express an
opinion, I belong to the Australian Labor
Party along with my colleagues, Mr.
Kevin J. Mois, the Mayor of Cantaberry
and the Lord Mayor of Sydney, Mr.
Douglas W. Southland.

And before coming, to Japan, I reciev-
ed many questionaires from newspapers.

And before I answered the ques-
tionaires, I contacted the Department of
External Affairs in Australia. And Mr.
Bill Hiden, the Minister of External Af-
fairs presented me a document, which I
believe is very relevant to the same conse-
quence of nuclear war. (In it, when Mr.
Hiden visited Moscow, he said as follows,
“I have come to Moscow to speak of
peace. Now the issue of peace touches
most deeply the future of each man,
woman and child on our planet.) Now the
issue should be paid attention to by world
leaders, the issue is so urgent. In the
nuclearized age, the choice is no longer
between peace and war, but between
peace and extinction. We must therefore
learn to live together, or we will surely die
together.”

These ideas occurred to me when I
visited the Peace Park and the Memorial.
Many thoughts occurred to me when I
saw the photographs of school children
who were struck by the dreadful blast for-
ty years ago.

Forty years ago, I was also a school
boy.

Could I say to you that this year is the
International Youth’s Year?

Before I left my country to come to
Japan, I spent many time with the school
children in my area, because I wanted to
know what a fate was for the mayors of
the municipality in talking about peace
today.

And just before I left, I recieved the let-
ter, which, the chairman, I would like to
read to you.

The letter was addressed to me, as I
recently attended a graduation dinner of
Daylaftsound College which is the
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Catholic college. It said, ‘“‘Mayor, I take
the opportunity to thank you for your at-
tendance and for your message to the
students, parents and teachers. I was
especially interested in the visit of you as
the representative of Ashfield to Nagasaki
and Hiroshima, and your messages of
peace on behalf of the citizens of both
cities.

““Your words met with a ready response
from all of us, 800 students.

““The students responded positively to
the message that the Mayor of Ashfield
would attend this conference. Spon-
taneously there was a unanimous decision
that we should be involved in the move-
ment for peace.”

That is to say, they say that the atten-
dance of me at this conference in 1985 is
very significant.

And a number of people supported the
visit of me to Japan.

Mr. chairman, this letter was sent to me
by the Catholic priest in my area. Could I
say to you

He stated, ‘“If the young people all over
the world pray for peace, we should de-
mand peace.”’

And I would like to conclude my state-
ment by lastly saying that we should work
together from now on to establish
everlasting peace in the world.

Thank you very much, today.

Coordinator: Michio Nagai

Thank you very much.

I think everyone is very much impressed
by these messages.

As we still have some more time, I
would like one or two persons to speak.

Anyone who wants to speak please raise
your hand and introduce yourself.

Vancouver Mayor Michael F. Harcourt
May I say that I am very honored to be
here, and to have presented this morning
at 8:15 5,000 paper cranes from the school
children of the people of Vancouver to
school children here in Hiroshima.
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I was here in 1963 as a student, and
went to the peace museum. At that time I
felt as touching a terrible experience then
as I did today. I would like to ask the
Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki to
consider making a presentation, and sen-
ding people who can tell the stories of
their experiences of the A-bomb disaster,
to a peace festival marking the 100th an-
niversary next year, which has been
organized in the City of Vancouver.

We have invited people from all over
the world to participate in the Peace
Festival since its birth.

In our city, we call our city the Peace
Capital of Canada, we have worked for
peace every April. More over 100,000
citizens every year or a total of about one
million citizens worked for peace. So we’d
like you to consider the possibility of
making a presentation to that peace
festival in Vancouver in April in 1986.
Because the people of North America,
Colorado have never suffered the destruc-
tion that the Cities of Hiroshima,
Nagasaki and other cities in European
part did, I think it will be very useful to
have this kind of presentation in Col-
orado, North America. Thank you very
much.

Coordinator: Michio Nagai

I think this statement means that the
Mayor of Vancouver calls upon the
Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki to
send people to the Peace Festival in Van-
couver as North America has never suf-
fered from A-bombing as Hiroshima or
Nagasaki experienced.

The Mayor of Nagasaki, would you
speak about this matter?

Nagasaki Mayor Hitoshi Motoshima

Concerning this matter, I should like to
talk with the Mayor of Hiroshima and
make efforts to the utmost to be able to
realize your suggestion.

Coordinator: Michio Nagai

The Mayor of Vancouver, I think you
can take this statement concerning this
matter as a positive response.

I’m sure some concrete proposals like
this will be presented during this con-
ference. But we can’t make decisions on
all of them in this conference. So, I hope
you will talk to the city offices of both
Cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki and
make decisions during your stay in
Hiroshima or Nagasaki.

Is there anyone wishing to take the
floor to state?

It was a long day today. So now, I
would like to conclude today’s session.
With your kind cooperation, we were able
to conduct this session very smoothly.

Thank you very much. This session is
closed.

M.C.: Yasushi Yamada
Deputy Director-General, Office of the
Mayor of Hiroshima

I would like you to move to the ap-
pointed room before 16:35 as the meeting
with A-bomb survivors is scheduled to
start there at 16:45.

Meeting with A-Bomb
Survivors (I)

Date: August 5, 1985
Time: 16:45—17:45
Place: Momiji (8F)
Table Numbers
Table
No. Name of Cities
. Ashfield, Canterbury
. Limore, Preston
. Sunshine, Sydney
. Wolongong
. Ottawa, Vancouver
Terrace, Philadelphia
Amman
Amsterdam, Arnhem
Middelburg, Rotterdam
. Nuwara Eliya
. Damascus, Queneitra
Coventry, Edinburgh
. Glasgow, Manchester
. Newport, Lambeth
. Carmel-by-the Sea, Hilo
Irvine, Marina
. Palo alto, Sacramento
. Saratoga, Takoma Park
. Ho Chi Minh
. San’a
. Lusaka
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Participants (Foreign)
[In the brackets are names of survivors]

AUSTRALIA
Ashfield
Mr. Lewis Herman, Mayor
Canterbury
Mr. Kevin J. Moss, Mayor
[Ms. Ikuko Kaneda]

Lismore

Mr. Robert W. Scullin, Mayor
Mr. Byron C. Stevens, Town Clerk
Preston

Mr. Alan L.P. Hogan, Mayor
[Ms. Suzuko Numata]
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Sunshine

Mr. Ian Mcd. Mill, Mayor

Sydney

Mr. Douglas W. Sutherland, Lord
Mayor

[Mr. Kanji Yamazaki]

Wolongong

Mr. Bill Mowbray, Deputy Lord Mayor
Mr. Robert Gray, Chief Clerk

[Ms. Chiyoko Kimura]

CANADA

Ottawa

Mrs. Marion Dewar, Mayor

Ms. Vera T. Pantalone
Vancouver

Mr. Michael F. Harcourt, Mayor
[Ms. Kimiko Edamatsu]

Terrace
Mr. George Clark, Alderman
Mr. Fred MacDonald, Alderman

U.S.A.

Philadelphia
Dr. William M. Evan
[Ms. Setsuko Iwamoto]

JORDAN

Amman
Mr. Ismael Armouti, Deputy Mayor
[Mr. Norio Morimoto]

NETHERLANDS

Amsterdam

Mrs. Tineke Van den Klinkenberg,
Alderman

Mr. Martin Diemer

Arnhem

Mr. G.J. Polderman, Councillor

[Mr. Katsuzé Kujibu]

Middelburg

Mr. M. Vinke

Mr. Van der Sloot

Rotterdam

Mr. Henk Van der Pols, Deputy Mayor
[Mr. Kurao Hitotsume]
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Nuwara Eliya

Mr. Edmund S. Rajapakse, Mayor
Mrs. Pushpa P. Rajapakse

Mr. David Balasooriya

[Mr. Jun Ogura]

SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC

Damascus

Mr. Hisham Shammout, Vice President
Executive Board of Damascus City

Mr. Sameer Al-Dawoody, Director
Financial Dept.

Quneitra

Ms. Hassan Al-Sakka, Mayor

Mr. Muhammed-Kheir Faiz Eid, Direc-
tor Mayor’s Office

[Mr. Kuratoshi Mochizuki]

UNITED KINGDOM

Coventry

Mr. William McKernan, Lord Mayor
Mr. John F. Watts

Edinburgh

Mr. John H. McKay, Lord Provost
Mr. William Rae, Press Officer

[Mr. Keizaburo Toyonaga)

Glasgow

Mr. Robert Gray, Lord Provost
Manchester

Mrs. Rhona Graham, City Councillor
Ms. Anna Wilkins

[Mr. Tsuyako Toyonagal]

Newport

Mr. Cyril Summers, Mayor, Councillor
Lambeth

Mr. Lloyd Leon, Mayor

[Mr. Chu Soku]

U.S.A.

Carmel-by-the-Sea

Mrs. Charlotte F. Townsend, Mayor
Hilo

Mr. Dante K. Carpenter, Mayor
Mrs. Olan Carpenter

[Mr. Hiroshi Hara]

Mr. Larry A. Agran, City Council
Member

Marina

Mr. Robert T. Ouye, Charter Council-
man

[Ms. Seiko Tkeda]

Palo Alto

Mr. Michael H. Shuman
Mr. Julius Margolis

Mrs. Doris Margolis
Sacramento

Mrs. Anne Rudin, Mayor
Ms. Barbara Weidner
[Ms. Michiko Yamaoka]

Saratoga

Mrs. Virginia L. Fanelli, Mayor
Takoma Park

Mr. Sam Abbott, Mayor

[Ms. Shizuko Abe]

VIET NAM
Ho Chi Minh
Mr. Nguyen Vo Danh, Vice Chairman
of the People’s Committee
Mr. Nguyen Chon Trung
Mr. Tran Van Tao
[Ms. Shizuko Yokota]

YEMEN ARAB REPUBLIC

San’a

Mr. Yehya Ali Al-Eryany, Mayor’s
Assistant

Mr. Fuad Al-Eutaih

Mr. Abd El-Karim Al-Goby

Mr. Hussin H. Al-Gorbany

[Ms. Sadako Fujishige, Ms. Shizuko
Matsunaga]

ZAMBIA

Lusaka

Mr. M.C. Sata, Mayor

Mr. N.J. Mapala, District Executive
Secretary

Mr. H. Daka, Councillor

[Ms. Harue Ueda]

Survivors (II)

Date: August 5, 1985
Time: 16:45—17:45
Place: Rose (1F)
Table Numbers

Table

No. Name of Cities

22. Dresden, Magdeburg

23. Berlin

24. Frankfurt am Main, Hannover

25. Lemgo, St. Ulrich

26. Antwerpen

27. Aubagne, Verdun

28. Geneva

29. Campegine, Cassino

30. Como, Reggio Emilia

31. Marzabotto, Pistoia

32. Sesto San Giovanni, Torino

33. Volgograd

34. Vilnius, Kiev

35. Hangzhou, Chongging

36. Fuzhou, Chengdu

37. Ta-lien, Beijing

38. Acapulco

39. Guernica

Participants (Foreign)
[In the brackets are names of survivors]

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC
Dresden
Mr. Gerhard Schill, Lord Mayor
Magdeburg
Mr. Werner Herzig, Lord Mayor
[Ms. Fujie Yanagawa]

Berlin

Mr. Erhard Krack, Mayor

Mr. Georg Sommer, Advisor
Mr. Bernhard Kécher, Advisor
[Mr. Rinboku Hirakawal]

Frankfurt am Main

Dr. Hans-Jirgen Moog, Mayor

Hannover

Mr. Herbert Schmalstieg, Lord Mayor

Dr. Karl-Ernst Bungenstab, Kultur-und
Sport-dezernent

[Mr. Takashi Shimohara]

Lemgo

Mr. Reinhard Wilmbusse, Mayor

Mr. Wolfgang Fabian, Stellvertre-
tender Biirgermeister

Mr. Helmut Hollinder, Landesver-
bandsvorsteher

AUSTRIA

St. Ulrich
Mr. Thaddaiis Steinmayr, Mayor
{Mr. Shiro Shimada]

BELGIUM

Antwerpen
Mr. G. De Corte, Alderman
[Mr. Hiroto Kuboura]

FRANCE

Aubagne

Mr. Daniel Fontaine, Le Premier Maire
Adjoint

Mrs. Miho Cibot-Shimma, President

de DlInstitut  Hiroshima-Nagasaki-
France

Verdun

Mr. Jacques Barat-Dupont, Mayor

Ms. Jacqueline Antoine, Chargée de
Mission a I’Industrialisation

[Ms. Yasue Yoshida]

SWITZERLAND

Geneve
Mr. Roger Dafflon, Deputy Mayor
[Ms. Kimiko Masumoto]

ITALY

Campegine

Mr. Pierangelo Orlandini, Mayor
Cassino

Mr. Vincenzo Mattei, Mayor
Mr. Antonio Ferraro

Mr. Giuseppe Carello

[Ms. Reiko Kato]
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Como CHINA SPAIN Nishinomiya

Mr. Claudio Bianchi, Alderman

Mr. Mino Noseda, City Council
Member

Mr. Gianstefano Buzzi, City Council
Member

Reggio Emilia

Mr. Giordano Gasparini, Alderman

[Ms. Hideo Kato]

Marzabotto

Mr. Dante Cruicchi, Mayor
Pistoia

Dr. Luciano Pallini

[Ms. Chiyoko Kuwabara]

Sesto San Giovanni

Mr. Biagi Liberato, Mayor

Mr. Locati Ambrogio

Torino

Mr. Giuseppe Lodi, City Council
Member

[Ms. Hiroko Kawai]

U.S.S.R.

Volgograd

Mr. Vladimir 1. Atopov, Mayor
Mr. Nikolai G. Sidorov

Mr. Nikolai I. Loktionov

[Mr. Hisao Doi]

Vilnius

Mr. Kazys V. Kachonas, First Vice-
Chairman of the Municipal Ex-
ecutive Committee of the Town
Vilnius

Kiev

Mr. Evgenii A. Yasinski, Deputy
Mayor

Mr. Anatoli I. Gritsenko

Mr. Alksei A. Peshii

Mr. Takashi Yasui

Mr. Kazuyoshi Fujita

Hangzhou

Mr. Boxi Zhong, Mayor

Mr. Jinxi Wang, Deputy Chief of the
Sister City Relation Sec. of Foreign
Affairs Office

Chonggqing

Mr. Yang Xiao, Mayor

Mr. Dong Hui Zhang, Deputy Direc-
tor, Foreign Affairs Office

Mr. Sifeng Wei, Deputy Division Chief
Foreign Affairs Office

[Ms. Mitsuko Yoneda]

Fuzhou

Mr. Yongshi Hong, Mayor

Mr. Baiying Gao, Vice President of
Chinese People’s Assn. for Friend-
ship with Foreign Countries

Mr. Xueding Huang, Interpreter

Chengdu

Mr. Maozhou Hu, Mayor

Mr. Bing Kai

Mr. Zhanguo Liu, Deputy Section-
chief of Chengdu Foreign Affairs
Office

[Ms. Sachiko Miyata]

Ta-lien

Mr. Fu Hai Wei, Mayor

Mr. Qing Liang Tong, Deputy Section-
chief, Foreign Affairs Offices

Mr. Yong Yu Shao, Interpreter

Beijing

Mr. Fu Lin Sun, Deputy Mayor

Ms. Yu Gan, Deputy Section-chief
Foreign Affairs Office

Mr. Chuan Shi

[Ms. Chiyoko Kataoka]

MEXICO

Acapulco
Mr. Alfonso Argudin Alcarz, Mayor
[Ms. Kikue Komatsu]

Guernica

Mr. Juan Luis Z. Arronategui
Mr. Ignacio M.E. Monteberria
[Mr. Masaki Ueda]

Participants (Japanese)

Hiroshima Grand Hotel, 2F Kiku
Room

[In the brackets are names of survivors]

Hiroshima Prefecture

Toranosuke Takeshita, Governor

Seizo Inada, Section Chief Secretary

Kawasaki

Saburo Ito, Mayor

Shoichi Akiyama, Director, Bureau of
Citizens

Yokohama

Kurasaku Saita, Mayor

Akio Watanabe, Asst. Chief, Ad-
ministration & Coordination Div.,
Administration

Nagoya

Noboru Kono, Director, General Af-
fairs Bureau

Yukihiro Toyoshima, Staff, Interna-
tional Section

Kyoto

Kazuo Higashi, Director, General Af-
fairs Bureau

[Mr. Rikio Yamane]

Osaka Municipal Government

Toshio Dosaki, Director of Ad-
ministration Div., General Affairs

Toshiyuki Nakamura, Chief for
General Affairs Section

Kobe

Takumi Yasuyoshi

Kenji Kobayashi, Assistant to Director
General for Cashier’s Office

Mitaka

Sadao Sakamoto, Mayor

Mitsuo Iguchi, Director of Mayor’s
Office

Yoneji Yagi, Mayor

Mitsuhiro  Tamura, Director of
Mayor’s Office

Tsushima

Masaru Igeta, Mayor

Ichiro Kato, Director, Office of Plan-
ning and Management

[Ms. Taeko Teramae]

Kofu

Tyuzo Hara, Mayor

Masataka Hayashi, Pro-Mgr., Sec-
retary Section

Okinawa

Choko Kuwae, Mayor

Takeru Takara, Chief of Secretarial &
Public Information Bureau

Naha

Yasuharu Oyadomari, Mayor

Toshihiko Namisato, Chief of the
Secretary Section

Nakano Ward

Yoshimichi Aoyama, Mayor

Toshitaka Kumasaki, Director of Plan-
ning Dept.

Ohta Ward

Koichi Amano, Mayor

Yoshihiro Toba, Chief, General Affairs
Section

[Mr. Yoshito Matsushige]

Nerima Ward

Kensuke Tabata, Mayor

Toshiki Murayama, Director of
Mayor’s Office

Itabashi Ward

Keizo Kurihara, Mayor

Shigeru Kinoshita, Chief, General Af-
fairs Section

Matsuyama

Tokio Nakamura, Mayor

Sumio Ii, Chief, Secretary Section

Hachioji

Shigeo Hatano, Mayor

Shoji Sekine, Chief of Secretariat
Section

Hirakata

Kazuo Kitamaki, Mayor
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Mitsuaki Hatanaka, Head Asst. of
Secretary Section
[Mr. Hiroshi Sasamura]

Fujisawa

Shun Hayama, Mayor

Kikuo Mitsuhashi, Chief, Liaison Of-
fice of the Mayor

Machida

Joji Takayama, Director, Office of
Planning

Takamatsu

Nobuo Waki, Mayor

Tatsuo Isao, Assistant Director of
Mayor’s Office

Kochi

Tatsuo Yokoyama, Mayor

Masao Morita, Chief, Mayor’s Office

[Ms. Fumie Enseki]

Kure

Tamotsu Sasaki, Mayor

Fuchu

Hideo Urakami, Mayor

Tadashi Taguchi, Chief, Mayor’s
Office

Mihara

Takayoshi Doi, Mayor
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