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1 Nuclear Weapons
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The United States, the former Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, France, and China. France and China signed the NPT in 1992.
Article 6 of the NPT sets out the obligation of signatory countries to negotiate nuclear disarmament in good faith.
As of April 2011.
South Africa, Ukraine, Kazakhstan, and Belarus.
After North Korea announced it would withdraw from the NPT in 1993, it promised to remain a member; however it once more declared it would withdraw from the NPT in January 2003.
In the Joint Statement adopted after the six-party talks in September 2005, North Korea promised to return to the NPT soon, but after that it announced its two nuclear tests. North Korea’s
nuclear tests constitute a major challenge to the NPT.
Adopted in 1996, this treaty bans nuclear test explosions in all places. Of the 44 nations that are required to ratify it for the treaty to enter into force, 9 nations have not done so yet (United
States, China, India, Pakistan, Iran, Israel, Egypt, North Korea, and Indonesia). The United States participated in the Conference on Facilitating the Entry into Force of the CTBT in September
2009 for the first time in 10 years.
In addition to these, the President expressed his intentions to launch negotiations on the Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty (FMCT) and indicated that new international undertakings on
managing nuclear materials would be started with the aim of preventing nuclear proliferation to terrorists.
The FMCT would, by banning the production of fissile materials for nuclear weapons (highly enriched uranium and plutonium, etc., for nuclear weapons), prevent the emergence of new
nuclear-armed nations and limit the production of nuclear weapons by nuclear-armed nations.
The U.N. Security Council Resolution 1887 for nuclear non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament adopted in the Summit called for the following measures: 1) the creation of conditions
for a world without nuclear weapons; 2) the establishment of realistic and achievable goals in all three pillars of the NPT: nuclear non-proliferation, nuclear disarmament, and the peaceful
use of nuclear energy; 3) the early entry into force of the CTBT; 4) the early start of negotiations for a FMCT at the Conference on Disarmament; and 5) the improvement of securing nuclear
materials to prevent nuclear proliferation to terrorists.
The treaty stipulates that both countries are to reduce the number of deployed strategic warheads to 1,550 and the number of deployed delivery vehicles to 700 by seven years following
the treaty’s enactment.
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2 Biological and Chemical Weapons

-10 Major achievements in this Conference are as follows: 1) the agreement on realistic measures regarding the implementation of the Resolution on the Middle East (e.g., to support
convening an international conference in 2012); 2) the reconfirmation of clear commitment to nuclear disarmament; and 3) it was agreed that the nuclear-weapon states will be called
upon to report to the Preparatory Committee of the NPT Review Conference in 2014 on progress with regard to concrete nuclear disarmament measures.
11 In June 2011, the United States announced that as of February 5, 2011, it has 1,800 deployed strategic warheads, with 882 deployed delivery vehicles, while Russia has 1,537 deployed
strategic warheads, with 521 deployed delivery vehicles.
12 At the Fifth “Friends of the CTBT” Foreign Ministers’ Meeting in September 2010, the United Nations Secretary-General called for action by states that had yet to sign and ratify the CTBT
to promptly enact the treaty. Moreover, at the High-level Meeting on Revitalizing the Work of the Conference on Disarmament (CD) held by the Secretary-General near the same time,
discussion was held to give political impetus to the CD where actual work had yet to get started including the beginning of the FMCT negotiation and to move the situation forward.
-1 A means of attacking the counterpart’s most vulnerable points other than by conventional weapons of war. (e.g., weapons of mass destruction, ballistic missiles, terrorist attacks, and
cyber attacks).
2 Former Defense Agency, “Basic Concept for Dealing with Biological Weapons” (January 2002).
3 In November 2009, the National Strategy for Countering Biological Threats was released in order to dictate a response to the proliferation of biological weapons and their use by terrorists. At the State of the Union Address in January 2010, President Obama said that the United States was launching a new initiative to promptly and effectively respond to bioterrorism
and infectious diseases.
4 U.S. Presidential order (2 July 2010).
5 Mustard gas is a slow-acting erosion agent. Tabun and sarin are fast-acting nerve agents.
6 It was reported that a Kurdish village was attacked with chemical weapons in 1988, killing several thousand people.
7 It is a weapon whose two types of relatively harmless chemical materials, materials for a chemical agent, are separately filled in it. It is devised so that these materials are mixed by the
impact of firing in the warhead, causing a chemical reaction and synthesizing the chemical agent. The handling and storage of this weapon is easier compared to one that is filled with
a chemical agent beforehand.
8 Iraq joined the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) in February 2009.
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In the July 2006 conflict between Israel and Lebanon, it is believed that Hezbollah used a cruise missile to attack an Israeli naval vessel. Israel announced in March 2011 that it had
uncovered six anti-ship cruise missiles amongst other things on cargo ships subject to inspection.
United States Congressional Research Service, “Cruise Missile Proliferation” (28 July 2005).
The United States is concerned about the possibility of a threat to its forward-deployed forces from the development and deployment of ballistic and cruise missiles by countries
including China and Iran.
Dirty bombs are intended to cause radioactive contamination by spreading radioactive substances.
Based on these concerns, the U.N. Security Council adopted Resolution 1540 in April 2004, declaring that all states should refrain from providing any form of support to non-state
actors that attempt to develop, acquire, manufacture, possess, transport, transfer or use weapons of mass destruction and their means of delivery, and adopt and enforce appropriate
and effective laws to prohibit these acts. The International Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism also entered into force in July 2007.
The then U.S. President Bush said in a speech in February 2004: “Khan and his associates provided Iran and Libya and North Korea with designs for Pakistan’s older centrifuges, as
well as designs for more advanced and efficient models. The network also provided these countries with components of centrifuges and, in some cases, with complete centrifuges.”
Statement at a press conference with Japanese reporters (September 29, 2004).
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The United States stated that the North’s disclosure supports the United States’ longstanding assessment that North Korea has pursued uranium enrichment capability (Director of
National Intelligence (DNI), “Worldwide Threat Assessment” (February 2011)). North Korea also mentioned its implementation of uranium enrichment in a June 2009 Ministry of
Foreign Affairs statement, a September 2009 letter sent from the Permanent Representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to the United Nations to the President of the
United Nations Security Council, news reports made in November 2009 and November 2010, and in other ways.
The United States (DNI Worldwide Threat Assessment, February 2011) says, “North Korea’s assistance to Syria in the construction of a nuclear reactor (destroyed in 2007) illustrates
the reach of the North’s proliferation activities.”
Extensive behind-the-scenes negotiations began in March 2003 between Libya and the United States and the United Kingdom, and in December 2003, Libya agreed to dismantle all of
its weapons of mass destruction and to allow an international organization to carry out inspections. Later, in August 2006, Libya ratified the IAEA Additional Protocol. However, North
Korea has indicated its intention to reject the system of dismantling weapons of mass destruction in place in Libya, after the military activity against the latter by multinational forces.
Testimony of then Director of the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency George J. Tenet before the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence (February 24, 2004).
Accusation made by the Deputy Chairman of Ukraine’s Parliamentary Committee on Combating Organized Crime and Corruption (February 2, 2005).
This urged Iran to suspend its enrichment-related and reprocessing activities in exchange for assistance in a civilian-use nuclear power program that would guarantee fuel supply for
a light-water reactor, assistance in the export of civil aircraft to Iran, and support for Iran’s accession to the World Trade Organization (WTO), etc.
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U.N. Security Council Resolution 1737 adopted in December 2006, U.N. Security Council Resolution 1747 adopted in March 2007, and U.N. Security Council Resolution 1803 adopted in
March 2008. These resolutions oblige the prevention of the supply, sale, or transfer to Iran of materials and technology that could contribute to Iran’s enrichment, reprocessing, or heavy
water-related activities or to the development of nuclear weapon delivery systems, and oblige a freeze on financial assets of persons or entities supporting Iran’s proliferation-sensitive
nuclear activities or the development of nuclear weapon delivery systems. In addition, in September 2008, U.N. Security Council Resolution 1835 was adopted, calling upon Iran to comply
fully with the above-mentioned resolutions.
The United States published its assessment as follows: “Iranian military entities were working under government direction to develop nuclear weapons. In fall 2003, Tehran halted its
nuclear weapons program. Tehran at a minimum is keeping open the option to develop nuclear weapons.” (National Intelligence Estimate, National Intelligence Council, December 2007;
Worldwide Threat Assessment, DNI, February 2011)
The United States assesses that the size and configuration of this facility is inconsistent with a peaceful program. Iranians began this facility with the intent that it be secret, but secrecy
of the facility was compromised, so they came to believe that the value of the facility as a secret facility was no longer valid and declare it to the IAEA (The Background Briefing by Senior
Administration Officials on Iranian Nuclear Facility in September 2009, and the statements by U.S. President Obama, French President Sarkozy, and British Prime Minister Brown on Iranian
Nuclear Facility in September 2009).
The May 2011 IAEA report by the Director General estimates that by May 2011 Iran had produced approximately 56.7 kilograms of uranium enriched up to 20%. Uranium-235 enriched to
20% or higher is considered highly enriched uranium, and is usually used for research purposes. For use in weapons, the same material is generally enriched to 90% or higher.
In addition to measures taken under the resolutions in footnote 2 above, this resolution includes: 1) preventing the supply, sale, and transfer of items such as battle tanks, combat aircraft,
and missile systems to Iran; 2) prohibiting any activity related to ballistic missiles capable of delivering nuclear weapons (including launches using ballistic missile technology); 3)
allowing states to inspect vessels and aircraft on the high seas with the consent of the flag state, if there is information that provides reasonable grounds to believe the vessel is carrying
items the supply, sale, transfer, or export of which is prohibited; and 4) prohibiting the opening of new branches of Iranian banks if states have information that provides reasonable grounds
to believe that these activities could contribute to Iran’s proliferation-sensitive nuclear activities or the development of nuclear weapon delivery systems.
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