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I. In Search of a Common Goal for a Divided World
1. The vision for a world without nuclear weapons has become blurred and needs
to be refocused. Two opposing trends in disarmament have come into sharper
some states to reaﬃrm reliance on nuclear deterrence in the belief that nuclear

ther delay, based on deep concerns about the risks of catastrophic humanitarian
so stark that states with divergent views have been unable to engage meaningfully with each other on key issues.
2. The Group of Eminent Persons strongly believes that the stalemate over nuclear
disarmament is not tenable. Whatever the disagreements expressed by states
regarding the NPT process and the TPNW, it is not in any state’s interest to allow

diﬀerences. Civility in discourse and respect for divergent views must be restored to facilitate a joint search for a common ground for dialogue, where all
to reduce nuclear dangers.
3. Against this backdrop, the Group recommends that states should, with a sense
of urgency, undertake the bridge-building measures prescribed in Part II. This is
necessary to re-energize nuclear disarmament and noncycle of the NPT review process, enhance the process itself and lay the ground
for converging diﬀerent approaches.

Premises for upholding the nuclear non-proliferation and
disarmament regime
4. The norm of non-use of nuclear weapons, which is backed by the 73-year prac-use, must be maintained by all means.
5. The NPT remains central to advancing our common goal of a world without nuclear weapons.

6

Process of 1995 and the Final Documents of 2000 and 2010. Based on the resoactors and co-sponsors/conveners –
dom, and the United States –
possible a conference on the Middle East Zone Free of Nuclear Weapons and
of the Middle East.
7. The Comprehensive Nuclear-Testforcing the norm of non-

nical Secretariat and ensure adequate funding.
8. The Russia-engage and to
(New START) for ﬁve years.
(UNSCR) 2231.
10. Catastrophic consequences from the North Korean nuclear and missile crisis
must be prevented. All stakeholders are urged to make every eﬀort to resolve
the problems through peaceful means, and to achieve the complete, veriﬁable

7

II. Bridge Building Actions
should be designed to yield a clear common vision for achieving a world without nuclear weapons. “Bridge builders” should consider developing an agenda
that requires diverse states to openly address the fundamental issues and

clear disarmament, the common commitment of nuclear-weapon states and
non-nucleardeparture for bridge-

Enhancing the implementation of the NPT review process
– in statebuilding proposals that demonstrate states’ commitments during the review
cycle.

-

which nuclearweapon states in the step-by-step approach would be helpful.

-

14.

nuclear-armed states and non-nuclear-weapon states, to improve understanding of and develop enhanced transparency measures intended to: (1)
rity concerns incurred during the process of nuclear disarmament; and (3) improve conﬁdence and trust among all types of states – nuclear-armed states,
states under extended nuclear deterrence and TPNW proponent states. The
dialogue could address relevant issues, such as concrete measures for reduc-

ports.
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Confidence-building measures as a foundation for bridge building
15. Nuclear-armed states, in cooperation with states under extended nuclear deterrence arrangements, should find ways to reduce the role of nuclear weapons in national security policies.
16. Nuclear-weapon states should strengthen negative security assurance commitments enshrined in UN Security Council Resolution 984 to NPT non-nuclear-weapon states and states
parties to treaties on nuclear-weapon-free zones. Those who are not able to do it should explain why. Nuclear-weapon states also should consider how to best utilize declaratory policies
for confidence-building, including suggesting ways that would allow more empirical assessments that stated declaratory policies are actually operative.

Preparing the ground for convergence of different approaches
17. There currently exists no widely shared understanding of what securityenhancing, veriﬁable and enforceable nuclear disarmament should entail. The
disarmament without more clarity on what it will require. States that rely on
nuclear deterrence – directly or through alliances – and states that support imthrough other forums.

mechanisms
is necessary for the achievement of nuclear disarmament. The process of developing such means should in itself help build conﬁdence among nucleararmed states and between nuclear-armed states and non-nuclear-weapon
states.
groups of states, including nuclear-weapon states and non-nuclear-weapon
-nuclear-weapon states should be the goal.
progress, with regular reports to the NPT review process. All states should
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20. A technical study under the auspices of the UN should be undertaken that

to design and agree on measures to ensure compliance by states with their lenon-compliance occurs. Among the worst-case scenarios that must be confronted is the “breakout” of a state from a nuclear-weapon-free world by acquiring a nuclear weapon or weapons. To give all states the conﬁdence that nubut vital subject should be accelerated both by governments and civil society,
and results shared in the NPT review process.
22. The control of weapons-usable ﬁssile material – highly enriched uranium (HEU)
and weapons- usable plutonium –
encouraged to clarify what prevents them from stopping.
23. In this regard, all states should:
stocks of such material; and
-weapons ﬁssile material.

-

24. A world free of nuclear weapons will require an agreed, legally-binding global
terial, provides adequate safeguards against its use in nuclear weapon, and disposes of it in an irreversible and veriﬁable manner. This regime should include
-powered warships or
civilian uses cannot be diverted to weapons use. All states possessing HEU or
weaponof such a regime.
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25. There are fundamental diﬀerences within and between states regarding the

and opponents of nuclear deterrence must persist in bridging their diﬀerences.
Although nuclear deterrence may arguably enhance stability in certain environments, it is a dangerous long-term basis for global security and therefore all
26. Meanwhile, all states should:
a) Reaﬃrm the understanding that nuclear war cannot be won and should
never be fought; and
-armed states should:
a) Eschew any nuclear war28. “Bridge builders” should launch honest dialogue that:
measures and benchmarks;
-defense, which
bility of limited threat of use or use of nuclear weapons, mindful of interna-combatants and the
environment; and (2) ensure that human security is considered in designing
security; and
to guarantee the security of all states by ensuring compliance with the oblimeasures fail to achieve compliance.
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Note: This chair’s summary, prepared under his own authority and responsibility, outlines his un-

I. Purpose of the Group and Report
1.The Group of Eminent Persons for Substan-

nuclear disarmament divide. Among these

Foreign Minister Fumio Kishida, and announced at the First Session of the Prepara-

dencefor converging diﬀerent approaches. The last

ence (in Vienna) in May 2017. The context
for establishment of this Group is, among

ments of nuclear disarmament; intensifying
eﬀorts to develop nuclear disarmament

ments, especially due to the crisis provoked
by North Korea’s nuclear weapons program,
and widening of serious schisms on approaches towards achieving a world without
nuclear weapons between nuclear-weapon
states (NWS) and non-nuclear-weapon states
(NNWS), as well as among NNWS.
2. The mandate of the Group is to submit to the
Foreign Minister of Japan policy recommenar disarmament. The Government of Japan
2020 Review Conference, and will urge the
Group’s suggested measures. Members of

3. The work of the Group will be implemented
in two phases. In Phase I, the Group proernment to the Second Preparatory Comto be held in late April 2018. In Phase II, the
for the 2020-2025 NPT review cycle and beyond, which will be presented at the Third
4. The Group developed policy recommenda-
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disarmament.

I I. State of Play
5. Despite frequently-reiterated commitments

erosion of US-Russian nuclear arms control

ons by literally all countries, including nuclear-armed states, progress toward nuclear
disarmament has stalled. Although there are
use of nuclear weapons for more than 70

for the overall nuclear disarmament architecture. Washington and Moscow each have

-

and Nagasaki in August 1945, nuclear disarmament eﬀorts have been hampered by
both acute and chronic problems that have
intensiﬁed in the past several years.

Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF).
tegic and non-strategic nuclear weapons, below the limits established under the New
deeper cuts in US and Russian nuclear weapons is complicated by concerns that third

1. Acute problems
North Korea

6. The most immediate and serious crisis con-

missile defense (BMD) technology, conven-

nuclear disarmament and non—and which risks breaking the
-use of nuclear weapons—is
caused by North Korea’s development of nu-running challenges raised by North Korea’s
declared withdrawals from the NPT in 1993
and 2003 have worsened considerably in the
last couple years. Through frequent and
alarming tests, North Korea has bolstered its
gressively and rapidly. North Korea repeatedly threatens to use nuclear weapons (even
preROK. There is a worrying possibility of ten-

emerging technologies.

and South Asia, Europe and the Middle East,

countries have re-evaluated the role of
(extended) nuclear deterrence in addressing
perceived security challenges. Nuclearnuclear arsenals, aiming to maintain and/or

clear level, either deliberately, or by miscal-

these states reﬂect beliefs that nuclear
weapons remain crucial to deterring major

work to prevent the actual use of nuclear
weapons in the future. Some experts also
warn of the possibility of a domino eﬀect, in
which concerned countries in the region and
beyond might alter their security and nuclear
-related policies depending on how the
North Korea issue evolves.

and as a guarantor of peace. According to
these beliefs, states would more likely face
aggression if they relinquished nuclear weapbe suﬃcient to deter or defeat aggression.
Countries whose security policy involves nunuclear disarmament eﬀorts on their nuclear

US-Russia
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2. Chronic problems
9. Nuclear disarmament eﬀorts face a chronic
-TestBan Treaty (CTBT), concluded in 1996, has

12. Another outstanding challenge is the lack of
universality of the NPT. India, Israel and Pakistan refused to join the NPT. Meaningful
discussions on disarmament require the

Treaty (FMCT) has not commenced at the
Conference on Disarmament (CD). Outside
of the CD, there have been very few meanbeen involved.

and not by fealty to the disarmament provisions contained in the NPT.

non-membership means this is not possible
in the current NPT context.

-armed states have

Roles of nuclear weapons

10. Nuclear-armed states (and their allies, to a
made consensus commitments on nuclear
disarmament (i.e., the 13 steps agreed in

portance to nuclear weapons for, inter alia:
deterring an adversary’s use of nuclear
weapons (and, for some countries, other

strenuous eﬀorts at prior review conferscale warfare among major powers (or nuclear-armed states); stabilizing major-power

these measures have not been conducted
other provisions have become sterile and
and civil society groups have seemingly become indiﬀerent to the review process; instead, only a few states devote high-level

nuclearvalue of nuclear deterrence and the status

a vicious cycle that decreases the value of
the review process, in which some states
demonstrate incomplete understanding of

NPT

11. The NPT—the cornerstone of the interna—and
its review process are now facing great
challenges. Among others, NNWS have
been frustrated by perceived inadequate

disarmament under the treaty. Some
NNWS note that none of the ﬁve NWS have
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its review process, which then hampers

3. Gap
14. Persistent stalemate and erosion of progress toward nuclear disarmament have
widened a gap between nuclear-armed
states and NNWS, and among NNWS. In the
group’s discussions, this divide was also
characterized using the terms disarmers,

mensions, and for refusing to accept a norm

rers, who favor retaining nuclear deterrence1.

view, the survival of humanity requires that
nuclear weapons never be used under any
circumstances and should be eliminated.

15. The divide between disarmers and deter-

of nuclear weapons. For disarmers, humanitarian norms are gaining more prominence
ed decision, or misguided leadership, may

TPNW

garding nuclear weapons, or lack of understanding between the two groups regarding, inter alia, geostrategic circumstances
and divergent ways to improve global security. Deterrers argue for the necessity of
maintaining nuclear deterrence for their

ons (TPNW), concluded in July 2017. The
natory states. Proponents argue that the

ar weapons and nuclear deterrence play
power conﬂict. Disarmers, on the other
hand, mostly disagree with the argument
that stability can be best achieved through
a nuclear “balance of terror.” Instead, they

manitarian and environmental consequencweapons, and will increase awareness of
the humanitarian dimensions of nuclear

ar weapons threatens tremendous humanitarian consequences. They also argue that
nuclear-armed states and their allies—who
mostly argue for following a step-by-step or
progressive approach to disarmament—
should explain their approach more concretely: how to deﬁne the steps and the
corresponding measures needed to reach
them.

Humanitarian dimensions

16. The divide is also seen in debates over humanitarian dimensions of nuclear weapons.
Disarmers and some deterrers, to an extent,

17

clude the TPNW was an expression of unwillingness to be blocked in venues where
progress toward disarmament is currently
being frustrated by nuclear-armed states.
costs of the nuclear-armed states’ failure to
live up to their NPT commitments regarding
that nuclear weapons are acceptable armaments.
1

How to deﬁne “disarmers” and “deterrers,” as well as
whether to use these terms, were not agreed by the members, but are used in this chairman’s summary for the purpose of convenience to clarify the points of discussions.

TPNW. They insist that it will not be eﬀecly because the nuclear-armed states reponents also argue that the leading governmental and nongovernmental advocates of
the TPNW do not address the security issues which drive nuclear-armed states and
their allies to rely on nuclear deterrence.
eliding how nuclear disarmament should be
veriﬁed and enforced, most serious and
complicated issues that must be resolved if
nuclear disarmament is actually to be pursued.
19. Opponents of the TPNW warn that the treaty risks neglect of the NPT and its review

the other hand, argue that the TPNW is not
a cause but a symptom of the gap between
NWS and NNWS that has already been
ened for over a decade due to inadequate
-armed
and conclusion highlights how deep the gap
between these two groups has become,
ther.
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I I I . Agenda for Work
20. In their discussions, the Group contemplated and discussed an agenda for work toward a world without nuclear weapons
comprised of the following steps: ﬁrst, re-

the North’s nuclear weapons program. Neipressure, mounted over decades have led
Pyongyang to renounce its nuclear program. Removing the nuclear arsenal
through military means or by forcibly

(even small) concrete measures; second,
simultaneously and/or following eﬀorts to
beginning to implement nuclear disarmament measures, targeted at, for instance, a
so; and third, establishing a common vision for global security without nuclear weapons. The second

that South Korea and Japan would suﬀer

threats must urgently act to both prevent

(see para 40), will be mainly discussed in
2018 through March 2019).

containment, while also taking ﬁrst steps

1. Short-term: Reversing negative
trends

US-Russia
States, as two nuclear superpowers, bear
special responsibility for advancing nuclear
disarmament. In spite of -indeed because of
–
they should make extraordinary eﬀorts to
maintain the bilateral nuclear arms control
architecture. An important step in this re-year
extension of New START and to resolve issues regarding compliance with the INF
Treaty. Establishing regular bilateral dialogues on nuclear arms control, disarma-

nuclear disarmament cannot be solved or

North Korea

22. Addressing North Korea’s dangerous nuclear weapons and missile development is the
top priority among short-term eﬀorts to
disarmament. The uncompromisable goal,
which might not be realized in the shortterm, is to achieve the complete, veriﬁable,
and irreversible dismantlement of North
Korea’s nuclear weapons program. North
Korea cannot and should not be granted
either de jure or de facto status as a nuclear
-weapon state.
namely the announcement of an interKorean as well as a US-North Korea summit,
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strategic nuclear arsenals.

-

Dialogues

in strategy and doctrine—that is, how
states think about nuclear weapons and
why they think they need to possess
them—

25. The Group underscored the importance of
dialogue between disarmers and deterrers
for easing current tensions, narrowing per-

clear arsenals should also be increased in
this context.

civil society actors need not only to
acknowledge the diﬀerences that divide the
groups, but also to seek common goals and 29. TCBMs can also help states to manage risks
of deliberate, accidental, inadvertent or un-armed
26. Meanwhile, to revitalize meaningful dialogue on nuclear disarmament, both imme-

should also be contemplated in the context
of the establishment of the TPNW, aiming
to reduce the possibility that nuclear weapons will be used and that such use would
result in catastrophic humanitarian consequences.

community needs to renew its commitment
to achieve a world without nuclear weapons . The following issues could be included
in statements of renewed commitment,
which not all nuclear weapon-possessing
states have made clear: nuclear war must
never be fought and cannot be won; nucle- NPT
ar weapons are only weapons of deterrence
NPT are needed in advance of 2020 Review
weapons can only be considered in extreme
Conference. There are two important questarian law will be respected in all circumstances.

cycle to strengthen the NPT; and which is-up to
would include: issues regarding nuclear disarmament; the prospects for convening a
conference on a Middle East zone free of
nuclear weapons and other weapons of

TCBMs
armament, transparency and conﬁdencebuilding measures (TCBMs) could be pursued alongside dialogues.
28. Transparency measures can provide a base-

ance with the Joint Comprehensive Plan of

Enhancing the types and scope of infor-

over Iran’s nuclear program. A spirit of com-

to expect full transparency, for example on
the numbers and deployment status of nuclear weapons, given concerns that such
nuclear deterrence. However, transparency
20

31. It will be impossible to avoid issues related
to the TPNW in the second and third NPT

lored to the individual nuclear-armed
states.
(c) To what extent and how the importance
given to nuclear weapons could be minimized, and the roles that nuclear weap-

gress on nuclear disarmament and decide
to withdraw from the treaty. A more likely
risk is that once the TPNW enters into force
ther weakening the NPT review process.

2. Mid-term: Pursuing a common
vision

could be narrowed.
role” for nuclear weapons in concrete
term: for example, whether it would involve precluding nuclear counterforce op-

and deterrence can be deﬁned.
◇Whether nuclear-armed states would
also need to have more accurate and
reliable weapons should they proceed

32. One of the important tasks for the Group is
to re-evaluate the concept of a nuclear disJapanese government has advocated for

whether that would mean acceptance
which are not usually welcomed by disarmers.
◇How states that have chosen to maintain extended nuclear deterrence could
maintain conﬁdence in their security
during work on this process.
◇What it means for missile defense systems. Speciﬁcally, whether more missile
defenses would be needed in order to

ment (ICNND) characterized the minimizanumbers of nuclear warheads (less than
10 percent of the nuclear arsenals that ex-

doctrine.
33. To clarify the concept and to make it more
ment, the Group discussed several issues
regarding the numbers and roles of nuclear
weapons that could be considered as a minimum level, including:
(a) Whether the number of nuclear weapor it is more important that the roles and

defenses to ensure that one’s adversaries would need less nuclear weapons
for credible deterrence..
(f) Whether minimum deterrence can be
minimizing the risk of humanitarian disasmanitarian disaster at a global level, it
could result in a new logic that has not
been considered before.
(g) How enforcement of nuclear disarmament can be implemented if a state

(b) How many nuclear weapons would be
regarded as necessary or acceptable to
credibly maintain a minimum deterrent.
And whether the numbers could be tai-
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need to ﬁnd avenues for progress, likeminded countries could ﬁnd some other

risky term or concept. For those who regard
the process of nuclear disarmament since
the NPT entered into force as too slow,

bility of ﬁssile material stocks – and in par-usable ﬁssile materials,

“acceptable” minimum arsenal level. Nuclear-armed states, on the other hand, could

–

roles of nuclear weapons, arguing that that

measures, the following ideas are also
-term

cept should be considered by the Group.

point, for example:
ing of nuclear weapons development and

eral nuclear disarmament should be reinvigorated as one of the most important midterm eﬀorts.

of nuclear weapons as a way to involve
countries that have not undertaken reduc-

36. The CTBT, which has yet to enter into force,
is one of the most important pillars of tangible progress toward nuclear disarmament.
Considering that the treaty remains not yet
in force, the Group contemplated measures

stability;

the treaty and reinforce the non-

tual dismantlement of nuclear warheads
-grade plutonium and uranium; and

ries to a treaty are legally bound to it. The

categories of delivery vehicles.

Roles of nuclear weapons

eﬀorts to promote its entry into force are

39. Measures to reduce the roles of nuclear
weapons have been widely proposed for
assurances, no-ﬁrst-use or sole-purpose
forces. In Phase I, the Group did not thoroughly examine such concrete measures,
instead focusing on whether, what and how
those measures could be taken.

ing for maintaining and improving the

early as possible would be a signiﬁcant step
ment. Considering the challenges encounthe framework of the CD, and the urgent
22

40. The Group, for example, raised hard ques-

(g) What can be done to resolve such
threats, through diplomacy and other
means.
(h) To what extent non-nuclear military ca-

discuss and address so as to break the current impasse and achieve a common vision
for a world without nuclear weapons, including, inter alia:
deterrence.
(a) What can be done to raise conﬁdence
(i) What oﬀensive and defensive military
that deterrence can be credibly maintained without actually using nuclear
anced, or eliminated in order to make
weapons. It may not be useful to say
roles of nuclear weapons feasibly deweapons are for deterrence but not for
creased by all nuclear-armed states.
use, for if one is not going to use the
What methods could be developed to
weapon, it is hard to see how it contribdeﬁne whether and how cross-domain
utes to deterrence. By the same token,
balances could be achieved.
if a state declares it is willing to use nuclear weapons, and its interests are so
41. Meanwhile, the Group emphasized the sigthreatened it is determined to do so, it
niﬁcance of accountability and responsibilis hard to see what will deter it.
ity that nuclear-armed states should take. In
(b) Whether it is feasible to declare that nucase of nuclear use, they should be legally
clear weapons are only weapons of deterrence and can never be considered
weapons of “wararately.
(c) If disarmers say it should/could never
be permissible to use nuclear weapons,
then what that mean for the right of
-defense.
(d) If deterrence fails and an adversary uses

de facto coincidence between NWS status
(N5) and permanent membership of the UN
Reform of the UN Security Council memberthat nuclear weapons are instruments of

vital interests, what would the threatened state do. There is no evidence to
suggest how nuclear-armed states

status.

Finding a middle ground
ons.
(e) If a state facing aggression conclude that
it will lose a war that threatens its existence unless it (or its allies) uses nuclear
weapons, whether disarmers say that

43. Finding and reaching a middle and/or common ground between disarmers and deterrers is indispensable for advancing nuclear
disarmament. This task needs serious and
consistent eﬀort to establish a balance between seeking peace by deterring war and

suicide.
(f) Whether there are non-nuclear threats
today or on the horizon that cannot be
deterred or defeated by means other
than nuclear weapons.

regimes. The longstanding dispute over the
way forward can only be addressed by reasoned discourse through face-to-face en-
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gap between disarmers and deterrers
that reliance on nuclear weapons is not an
nuclear deterrence has brought more beneﬁt than risk. For such an avenue to be proconﬁdence in a process based on consen-

abuse.
45. Secondly, disarmers and deterrers should
acknowledge that security concerns expressed by states that now rely on nuclear
deterrence must be resolved, or at least redressed, if nuclear disarmament is actually
to be pursued. By the same token, states
that rely on direct or extended nuclear deterrence should address what can and

nuclear disarmament. The common enemy
may not necessarily be nuclear weapons,
per se, but nuclear use. A world without nuclear weapons is not today’s world minus
nuclear weapons. It is a fundamentally
transformed world in which states and other actors do not feel the need to possess
nuclear weapons, and therefore have dismantled the means to do so. Meanwhile,
the important task must be to manage the
order to deepen the understanding of the
humanitarian risks of nuclear weapons, visits to Hiroshima and Nagasaki could be an

that could cause humanitarian disaster. And

ing it need to explain reasons why they are
not able to join, and propose much more
concretely how to make progress on nuclenents and opponents could jointly consider,

terred and defeated without recourse to
nuclear weapons.

into force: what kind of steps to be deﬁned
and promoted under the NPT regime and
also under the TPNW regime; and how they
could design a veriﬁable and enforceable
nuclear disarmament regime. These issues
could be discussed at the NPT and/or TPNW
review conferences, or other forums.

46. Thirdly, disarmers would demand that nuclear-armed states and allies explain their
legal accountability for using nuclear weapons if they argue that they face threats in
which they need to depend on nuclear deterrence. From a disarmers’ viewpoint, deterrers have not necessarily addressed
49. Lastly, engaging with civil society and acathose issues explicitly. Disarmers would call
on deterrers to show what they are doing to
demonstrate that their use of nuclear
weapons will not actually pose a humanitarian disaster: on what basis anyone should
various dimensions of nuclear weapons
have conﬁdence that once nuclear weapons
serves to construct a ﬁrm basis for valuable
are used in a conﬂict involving two nucleardiscussions.
armed adversaries the conﬂict will not escalate to the point of humanitarian disaster.
47. Fourthly, they could discuss how deterrence
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Regional issues

50. Regarding regional nuclear issues, the key

52. Firstly, it is necessary to contemplate under
achieved, and how the system should be

credible security guarantee. Whether real
or imagined, addressing such threats is the
key to disarmament. Therefore, vital eﬀorts

vocates of nuclear disarmament should give
-nuclear world,
what that world would look like, and how
deterrence would work without the existence of nuclear weapons.

should encourage regional talks and
strengthen conﬁdence-building measures.

53. Secondly, the further nuclear weapons are
reduced, the more important monitoring

-regional dialogue
mechanisms for nuclear disarmament and

will become in order to maintain the conﬁabout their experiences; developing interregional talks to share experiences on addressing regional security and nuclear chal-

detect non-compliance, and to enforce oblinisms to verify nuclear disarmament. Intensiﬁed research on nuclear disarmament veriﬁca on is needed to develop robust approaches.

ment for the NPT regime . In this regard,
regional security challenges.

technology. Other complementary mechanisms, such as personnel exchanges, will be

3. Long-term: Envisioning global
security without nuclear weapons

siveness and espionage associated with po-

useful step toward disarmament, but it is
remain very diﬃcult issues that must be resolved to achieve a world without nuclear
weapons. In this regard, the Group considers it of value to explore a model of what a
suﬃcient nuclear disarmament regime
would entail. What needs to be dismantled?
to be eliminated, or placed under internabe accomplished? And how would disarmament be enforced?
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Enforcement

compliance is one of the most diﬃcult isHow to devise an enforcement mechanism
in a world of sovereign states that will work
to deter and, if necessary forcefully reverse
remains a paramount and as yet unanbe very diﬃcult, perhaps impossible, to
achieve a world without nuclear weapons.
no other mechanism besides the UN Security Council (UNSC) that can deal with the viomechanism may work for enforcing nuclear
cidentally the N5. Establishing a body for
enforcement other than the UNSC would
to support is. Nor is it reasonable to expect,
at least for the foreseeable future, that the
ize the use of nuclear weapons. Achievecountry need be concerned about another’s
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OVERVIEW OF ACTIVITIES
May 2, 2017
Then Foreign Minister Kishida announced
the establishment of Group of Eminent Perar Disarmament at the Preparatory Com-

July 25, 2017
Advancement of Nuclear Disarmament
(EPG) with then Foreign Minister Kishida.

November 27 and 28, 2017
gaged in a lively discussion, seeking for a
community with various approaches could
work together towards “a World free of Numembers visited Hiroshima Peace Memorial
Park, and paid ﬂoral tribute to the Cenotaph
wreath, and listened to the story of hibakusha and visited the Hiroshima Peace MemoMarch 26 and 27, 2018
Ministry of Foreign Aﬀairs, Tokyo.
armament and necessary measures for
armament, aiming to ﬁnalize a recommenyear in Hiroshima. Foreign Minister Kono
hosted a working dinner at Iikura Guest

March 29, 2018
Advancement of Nuclear Disarmament to
Foreign Minister Kono.
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