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The Hiroshima Round Table has discussed possibl e steps that should be taken to achieve our goal
of aworld without nuclear weapons. We propose the following initiatives that will reduce
dependence on nuclear deterrence and advance nuclear disarmament.

We regret that the international discussions started on the catastrophic humanitarian consequences
of the use of nuclear bombs in Norway, Mexico, and Austria have ended in a divisive argument

on the proposed negotiation of a Nuclear Weapons Ban Treaty in the U.N. Open-ended Working
Group. In so far as the nuclear weapon possessing countries stay away from such a treaty, the
Nuclear Weapons Ban Treaty will not serveintended goal. The Hiroshima Round Table
encourages efforts to bridge the gap between the groups supporting such a negotiation and those
who are opposed. In this regard we expect governments of the region, and especially Japan as the
first and the only country that suffered from nuclear attacks, to play an important leadership role.

We propose that there be international negotiations on the prohibition of the devel opment and
acquisition of long-range cruise missiles with nuclear warheads to bridge the gap between nuclear
states and non-nuclear states and open a new round of negotiations to reduce the risk of nuclear
war. Inimplementing the elimination of this category of delivery systems, the verification of
nuclear-tipped cruise missile versus conventional-tipped cruise missile becomes critical. The
working group on verification of five nuclear weapon states and the I nternational Partnership for
Nuclear Disarmament Verification (IPNDV) may address this issue. The Swedish and Swiss
delegations will host an event in support of such a proposal on October 13, 2016, as a side event
of the U.N. General Assembly First Committee meeting.

Nuclear weapons must never be used. But until they are abolished, they should be strictly subject
to the principles of just war doctrine, the laws of armed conflict, and international humanitarian
law. The definition of “legitimate military targets” becomes critical for appropriate application of
the principles of discrimination, proportionality and, in particular, necessity. Civilian populations
should never be targeted by conventional or nuclear weapons, and all efforts should be made to
minimize collateral damage in any conflict. Deterrence should never mean targeting innocent

civilians.

We should also continue the study of the severity of impacts of the use of nuclear weapons on the
global climate as well. We wish to encourage objective expert studies in this area similar to those
done by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) on climate change. The

Hiroshima Round Table can provide a track 2 meeting to promote such studies.



It is reported that President Obama, after his visit to Hiroshima, is considering a number of
options, including declaring no first use of nuclear weapons (NFU), the aim of which is to help
ease the alert status of nuclear weapons, reduce the required number of nuclear warheads and
reduce incentives to acquire nuclear weapons. We welcome this initiative from President Obama.
Although we are aware that such policy may invite reservations among U.S. allies that depend on
the U.S. extended deterrence, we believe this policy will not weaken the American security
assurances that have been offered to U.S. allies. An increased reliance on conventional weapons
provides more credible security guarantees under most scenarios. It should be recalled that China
has declared no first use of nuclear weapons, and that the U.S. has maintained that nuclear
weapons are held only as a last resort after responding to non-nuclear threats with conventional
deterrence. Intensive consultation with the allies would help relieve the allies’ anxiety. In addition

to the U.S. adopting this policy, it should be adopted by other nuclear-armed states as well.

The importance of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) as a
cornerstone of nuclear disarmament and nonproliferation needs to be reaffirmed. After the failure
of the NPT Review Conference in 2015, we must work to make the Review Conference in 2020 a
successful one. We reiterate that the Article 6 of the NPT on nuclear disarmament applies not only
to nuclear weapon states but also to non-nuclear weapon states. In the field of nuclear
nonproliferation, the important value of the Iranian agreement needs to be underscored. The
CTBT can be supported by a Security Council calls to continue the existing test moratoria, bring
it into force, strengthen the International Monitoring System, and make its Provisional Secretariat
permanent. The sensitive technology of uranium enrichment and spent fuel reprocessing needs to
be dealt with. Continued observance of the existing arms control treaties/agreements, e.g.
Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty (INF Treaty), should be encouraged. Concerns were

expressed about global and competitive nuclear weapons/delivery system modernization.

With the unacceptable development of nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles in North Korea,
Northeast Asia is now a region where nuclear proliferation has led to immense security anxieties
that may reinforce the dependence on extended nuclear deterrence. We propose to take initiatives
for confidence-building at the regional level that will manage potential conflicts and reduce the
dependence on deterrence based on nuclear capabilities, and manage threat perceptions and
danger of miscalculation. These initiatives should not be left solely in the hands of nations with
nuclear capabilities, for it is essential to bring both nuclear-armed states and non-nuclear states in
the efforts for confidence-building in the Northeast Asian region. We must bridge the gap between

global efforts for nuclear disarmament and regional tensions developing in Northeast Asia.

In this light, we propose a regional dialogue that involves at least four nations, that is, U.S., China,
South Korea and Japan. The idea of a nuclear weapon free zone in Northeast Asia should be
discussed as a proposal in this context, a proposal that provides negative security assurances to

the non-nuclear states in the region. Such dialogue should make maximum use of preexisting

frameworks such as the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) or the trilateral dialogue between China,



South Korea, and Japan. In this connection, the proposal for possible restrictions on
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF) in Northeast Asia was discussed. The Hiroshima Round

Table can play a role as a track 2 forum that will promote negotiations at the governmental level.

This is a summary made by the chairman of the Hiroshima Round Table of 2016 with general

support from the participants.
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