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K 4 Taiki Nakashima

Japan, the only country which had experienced the attack by atomic bombs, and
South Africa, the only country which had voluntarily abandoned its nuclear weapons,
have unique historical backgrounds regarding nuclear weapons. While both countries
share the goal of abolishing nuclear weapons, there are many differences in the nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation policies. Especially, there has been a dearth of
research on South Africa's nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation policies since the
1990s, and there have been very few studies comparing South Africa's policies with
those of Japan. Based on this background, this paper (1) identifies the characteristics of
and factors affecting the nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation policies of the two
countries since the 1990s, and (2) empirically compares and analyzes how these
characteristics and factors have affected the various policies through case studies.

The identification of policy characteristics and factors revealed that historical,
multilateral, (non-)alliance, geopolitical, domestic political, and economic factors have
been influential in both Japan and South Africa. Therefore, in the case studies, this
dissertation examined and analyzed how these factors have affected the nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation policies of the two countries and brought about
similarities and differences in their policy practices. The case studies include: (a) policy
on the indefinite extension of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) in 1995; (b)
policy on the negotiation of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) adopted in
1996; (c) policy on nuclear energy cooperation with India; (d) policy on the UN General
Assembly resolution on nuclear abolition since the 1990s; (e) policy on the negotiation of
the TPNW (Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons) adopted in 2017.

The above studies revealed the following three points. First, the unique historical

backgrounds of Japan and South Africa form the foundation of the nuclear




disarmament and non-proliferation policies of both countries. Both countries' stance of
seeking a world without nuclear weapons is based on their historical backgrounds, and
their nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation policies have been transformed by the
multilayered effects of other factors. In comparative analysis, this is a common feature
of individual policies of the two countries.

Second is the symmetry and asymmetry of the effects of each factor in Japan and
South Africa. In general terms, both countries are positioned as proactive states in
nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation, but the way in which the various factors
effect individual policy issues can be symmetrical (when there is a high degree of
commonality) or asymmetrical (when there is a high degree of difference). Symmetrical
cases increase the likelihood of cooperation between the two countries, while
asymmetrical cases tend to lead to divergent policies between the two countries. The
case studies revealed that historical, multilateral, and economic factors often act
symmetrically, while (non-)alliance, geopolitical, and domestic political factors often act
asymmetrically.

The asymmetry is particularly pronounced in the differences in the basic stances of
the two countries against TPNW. Japan is reluctant to engage in TPNW because of its
alliance with the United States and the military threats posed by nuclear weapons in
neighboring countries. On the other hand, South Africa, as a member of the
Non-Aligned Movement (NAM), has adopted a policy of denying military alliances and
1s not exposed to military threats from its neighbors. Thus, through concrete case
studies, this dissertation clarifies the key factors that have affected the policy agendas
of the two countries and similarities and differences in their policies.

Third, in light of the symmetry and asymmetry of the factors mentioned above, I have
specified examples of areas where future cooperation in nuclear disarmament and
non-proliferation policy between Japan and South Africa is desirable. The four
promising areas are the policy on NPT, CTBT, Fissile Material Cutoff Treaty (FMCT),
and disarmament and non-proliferation education. In these areas, both countries can
expect to maximize the positive effects of historical and multilateral factors and to

coordinate policies while minimizing asymmetries. Cooperation in the above four areas




may accelerate a future development of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation
policies by both countries.

Finally, based on the above results as well, I have added a discussion on the active
role of Japan in a bridge-building diplomacy. In order for Japan to play the role of a
bridge between nuclear weapons states and non-nuclear weapons states, the key is how
to develop Japan's unique nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation policies through
multilateral diplomacy, while coping with the military threats of neighboring countries,
maintaining and strengthening the alliance with the United States. In this context, as a
means to practice the role of a bridge-builder, it would be a good idea for Japan to
participate as an observer state in the upcoming TPNW Conference of the Parties as a

new stepping stone for the implementation of bridge-building diplomacy.






