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Abstract. Efforts to ban nuclear weapons have gained momentum since the
Humanitarian Breakthrough, where non-nuclear states highlighted the
devastating humanitarian consequences of nuclear war. This led to the
establishment of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) in
2017, which entered into force in 2021. This study analyzes the evolution of
international conferences related to the TPNW from 2012 to 2024, focusing on
how global dynamics have shifted over time. Using a SWOT analysis, the
research identifies several key findings: (1) The strengths of the TPNW lie in its
moral and legal framework, which emphasizes disarmament as a humanitarian
necessity, garnering support from non-nuclear states and civil society. (2) The
weaknesses include opposition from nuclear-armed states and their allies, which
hinders universal acceptance and implementation. (3) The opportunities arise
from growing global advocacy for nuclear disarmament and increased pressure
on nuclear states due to shifting public opinion. (4) The threats include
geopolitical tensions and the potential for nuclear states to undermine the treaty
through non-cooperation. These findings provide deeper insights into the factors
that influence the treaty’s global acceptance and implementation. The study
concludes that while the TPNW has made significant progress, ongoing efforts
are required to address the resistance from nuclear powers and strengthen
international consensus on nuclear disarmament.

Keywords: SWOT Analysis, Humanitarian Impact, International Dynamics,
TPNW Implementation, Global Governance.

1 Introduction

Efforts to ban nuclear weapons have been a focus since the early era of atomic weapons
development!. An important milestone in this endeavor was the Humanitarian Break-
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through, where a group of non-nuclear states, incorporated in the Humanitarian Initia-
tive, highlighted the dire humanitarian impact of a potential nuclear war. The TPNW
Review Conference in 2015 failed to achieve substantial progress due to a lack of con-
sensus among participating states?. Events prompted a shift in the nuclear disarmament
agenda to an open-ended working group at the UN. In Geneva in 2016, a number of
states supported opening negotiations for a treaty banning nuclear weapons, despite
facing opposition from nuclear weapon states>. In October 2016, the First Committee
of the UN General Assembly adopted a resolution to initiate negotiations for a nuclear
weapons ban treaty, which was subsequently approved by the General Assembly in
December 2016*. The negotiation process started in New York in March and then held
again in June-July 2017, finally resulting in the TPNW being adopted on July 7, 2017°,
The treaty entered into force on January 22, 2021 upon Honduras' ratification, formally
prohibiting the development, testing, production, possession, and use of nuclear weap-
ons®. Each state party to the treaty is required to comply with nuclear safety regulations
established by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)’. States involved may
propose amendments and have the right to withdraw from the treaty if it is deemed that
their national interests are jeopardized. A TPNW review conference is scheduled to be
held every five years after the treaty enters into force, providing an opportunity to eval-
uate progress and challenges in the implementation of the TPNW and discuss the next
steps that need to be taken.

The research seeks to conduct an in-depth analysis of the evolution of conferences
concerning the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) from 2012 to
2024, with a particular focus on how shifting international dynamics have influenced
its development. Employing the SWOT (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities,
Threats) analysis framework, the study will systematically examine the key factors
shaping the implementation and acceptance of the TPNW across multiple levels, rang-
ing from national to regional contexts. This approach will provide critical insights into
the evolving geopolitical landscape and its implications for nuclear disarmament effort-
s®. The research period, commencing in 2012, marked a significant increase in global
awareness regarding the threat posed by nuclear weapons, catalyzing diplomatic efforts
aimed at devising effective solutions. Early in this period, diplomacy was primarily
manifested through initiatives and conferences, notably the Humanitarian Initiative,
which laid the groundwork for the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW). However, by 2015, challenges in achieving consensus during the TPNW Re-
view Conference began to emerge, underscoring the complexities of reconciling the
diverse interests of participating states. Despite these challenges, there were growing
opportunities to highlight humanitarian concerns associated with nuclear weapons, re-
inforcing the drive to reach a more robust agreement. The momentum for this objective
gained traction in 2016, when several states advocated for the commencement of nego-
tiations for a nuclear weapons ban treaty in Geneva, despite strong opposition from
nuclear-armed states. Nonetheless, the full realization of the TPNW is threatened by
both external pressures from states rejecting the treaty and internal obstacles related to
the implementation of its commitments at national and regional levels. This research
will provide a comprehensive analysis of the evolving dynamics, examining the
strengths that facilitate TPNW implementation, the weaknesses that require attention,
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the opportunities for advancement, and the threats that must be mitigated at both state
and regional levels. The goal is to offer a nuanced understanding of the factors shaping
the acceptance and effective implementation of the TPNW throughout the studied peri-
od.

This research offers a comprehensive analysis of the multifaceted factors shaping
the development of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) and its
far-reaching implications for global governance in the nuclear weapons realm. It criti-
cally examines the political forces influencing the negotiation and adoption of the
TPNW, delving into the complex dynamics between nuclear-armed states and non-nu-
clear weapon states. The study will also explore the pivotal role of various stakeholders,
including humanitarian initiatives and non-governmental organizations, in advancing
the international agenda on nuclear disarmament. This analysis will assess the TPNW's
impact on the governance of nuclear weapons, scrutinizing nuclear weapon states' re-
sponses to the treaty, their positions on its implementation, and their compliance with
its provisions. The research will investigate how the TPNW reshapes global security
dynamics, with particular attention to regional stability and evolving nuclear strategy.
The findings will provide crucial insights for the formulation of more effective policies
aimed at advancing nuclear weapons nonproliferation, identifying both opportunities
and challenges in the global effort to curb nuclear proliferation. This research also aims
to offer strategic guidance for states and international actors in crafting diplomatic ap-
proaches that reinforce support for the TPNW and encourage broader participation in
nuclear disarmament initiatives. This study seeks to make a meaningful contribution to
global efforts in mitigating the nuclear threat and fostering a sustainable and secure
international order.

While numerous studies have examined the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW), a comprehensive understanding of its broader implications, partic-
ularly regarding related conferences and their influence on global political and security
dynamics, remains insufficiently explored. A nuanced analysis of this subject can be
achieved through the application of the SWOT (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities,
Threats) framework, which offers valuable new perspectives. By employing this ap-
proach, one can highlight the TPNW's strengths, such as its pivotal role in reinforcing
international norms against the proliferation of nuclear weapons and fostering solidarity
among non-nuclear states. Conversely, its weaknesses become evident, including the
notable absence of nuclear-armed states, which hampers the treaty's potential effective-
ness. The opportunities arising from the TPNW include the growing public and diplo-
matic pressure on nuclear weapon states to either join the treaty or at least align with
its principles. However, this trajectory is not without its threats, such as the escalation
of tensions between states that support the TPNW and those that oppose it, along with
the looming risk of further destabilization in global security governance. A SWOT anal-
ysis, by considering both internal dynamics and external geopolitical factors, thus pro-
vides a more holistic view of the TPNW's influence on global political and security
landscapes. This analytical approach can help identify key strengths to amplify, weak-
nesses to address, opportunities to leverage, and threats to mitigate, thereby contrib-
uting to the ongoing global effort to achieve the ultimate goal of nuclear disarmament.
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2 Method

2.1  Research Approach

The research method used in this research is SWOT (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportu-
nities, Threats) analysis®. This approach was chosen as it allowed the researcher to sys-
tematically evaluate the factors affecting the implementation and acceptance of the
Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) from 2012 to 2024. The SWOT
analysis allowed the identification of strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats
related to the TPNW, from both internal and external perspectives.

SWOT analysis is a commonly used method in various fields, including policy stud-
ies, strategic management, and international research!'®!!. The approach allows re-
searchers to understand the complex dynamics involved in the implementation of a pol-
icy or international agreement in a structured and comprehensive way. SWOT analysis
is used to identify the strengths of the TPNW, such as broad international support and
increased awareness of the dangers of nuclear weapons. The analysis will consider
weaknesses that might limit the effectiveness of the TPNW, such as the lack of partic-
ipation of nuclear weapon states and constraints on the enforcement of international
laws related to nuclear weapons. The SWOT analysis will note opportunities arising
from the TPNW, such as increased public and diplomatic pressure on nuclear weapon
states to join or adhere to the principles of the treaty. The analysis will identify threats
that could hinder or threaten the success of the TPN'W, such as the escalation of tensions
between states that support the TPNW and those that reject it, as well as the risk of
further destabilization in global security governance

2.2 Data Collection

In collecting data for this SWOT analysis, a variety of relevant and diverse sources of
information were accessed. Data was obtained from official UN documents including
resolution texts, meeting reports, and TPNW-related documents. These documents pro-
vide the legal basis and information on recent developments related to the implementa-
tion and acceptance of TPN'W at the international level. Accessed research reports from
academic studies and reports published by non-governmental organizations focused on
nuclear weapons and TPNWs. The reports provide in-depth validation of the political,
security, and humanitarian impacts of TPNWs, as well as challenges in their implemen-
tation. Utilize academic articles published in scholarly journals that address the evolu-
tion of TPNWs and their impact on global governance. These articles provide an in-
depth analysis of various aspects of TPNW from an academic perspective, including an
evaluation of its effectiveness and implementation challenges. Collected information
from trusted news sources covering the latest developments related to TPNW. News
and reports from trusted media help us to stay informed about current events affecting
the implementation and acceptance of TPNW at the global level
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2.3  Data Analysis

Data analysis was conducted using the SWOT method, which is an effective approach
to evaluating factors affecting the implementation and acceptance of the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). This approach allows researchers to identify
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats related to the TPNW from multiple
perspectives.

First of all, the strengths of the TPNW will be evaluated. These include factors such
as broad international support for the treaty. The growing awareness of the dangers of
nuclear weapons among the international community is also a significant strength. The
active role of advocacy groups and non-governmental organizations in championing
the prohibition of nuclear weapons is also one of the main strengths in supporting the
implementation and acceptance of the TPNW. However, there are also weaknesses that
need to be evaluated. One is the absence of participation of some nuclear weapon states
in the treaty, which limits its effectiveness. Other challenges include constraints in the
enforcement of international laws related to the implementation of the TPNW. Non-
compliance or untimeliness in imposing sanctions against treaty violations is also a
significant weakness. Emerging opportunities to strengthen the TPNW were explored.
One is increased public and diplomatic pressure on nuclear weapon states to join or
adhere to the principles of the treaty. Other opportunities may include changes in global
political dynamics that could strengthen support for the TPNW. It is worth evaluating
threats that might impede or threaten the success of the TPNW. These could include an
escalation of tensions between states that support the TPNW and those that reject it,
which could disrupt diplomatic efforts to reach further agreement on banning nuclear
weapons. Other threats include the risk of further destabilization in global security gov-
ernance due to political instability and conflict in some regions.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1 Results
3.1.1 Conference Analysis and Assessment

3.1.1.1 Analysis of events from 2012 to 2015

Over the past few years, there have been a series of important events related to the issue
of nuclear weapons. In 2012, the UN General Assembly adopted Resolution 67/56,
which established an open-ended working group to develop concrete proposals towards
multilateral negotiations to reduce nuclear weapons®. The next step was taken the fol-
lowing year when ICAN organized a forum in Oslo, which highlighted the humanitar-
ian impact of nuclear weapons'®. Various international conferences, ranging from the
Conference in Oslo in 2013 to the Third Conference in Austria in December 2014, have
emphasized the unacceptable risks to humanity associated with nuclear weapons. A
similar conference in Nayarit, Mexico in 2014 emphasized the need for concrete action
and international commitment to control nuclear weapons'. In the same year, Ireland
submitted a working paper at the Preparatory Committee for the 2015 NPT Review
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Conference, with the aim of encouraging the implementation of Article VI of the NPT
as an effective step towards the prohibition of nuclear weapons>!. The 2015 vote to
convene a second OEWG on negotiations on a nuclear weapons ban aims to strengthen
dialog and negotiations in an effort to confront this challenge globally®.

Table 1. Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2012-2015)

Year Date Events Purpose Conclusion
2012  December 3 UN General Assem-  Establish an open  The move was taken
bly adopts Resolution ~ working group to  to boost international
67/56 develop concrete  efforts to reduce and
proposals that eliminate nuclear
will lead to mul- weapons.
tilateral negotia-
tions
2013  March 2-3 ICAN organizes civil Demonstrate the =~ The forum provided a
society forum in humanitarian im-  platform for various
Oslo, Norway 7. pact of using nu-  civil society groups,
clear weapons non-governmental or-
ganizations, and ex-
perts to present their
research, experi-
ences, and views.
March 4-5 First Conference on Discussing the The conference out-
the Humanitarian Im-  humanitarian comes highlighted
pact of Nuclear consequences of  the conclusion that
Weapons in Oslo, using nuclear nuclear weapons
Norway '8, weapons carry an unacceptable
risk to humanity as a
whole.
2014  February 13-14  Second Conference Reaffirmed the Conference partici-

on the Humanitarian
Impact of Nuclear
Weapons in Nayarit,
Mexico '8,

call for the devel-
opment of new
international
standards related
to nuclear weap-

pants emphasized the
need for concrete ac-
tion and a clear inter-
national commitment
to control nuclear

ons weapons.
April 02 Ireland submits Promote the im- The working paper
working paper on be-  plementation of highlights the need

half of the 2014 NPT
Summit at the Pre-
paratory Committee
for the 2015 NPT Re-
view Conference '°.

Article VI of the
NPT as an "effec-
tive measure" to
prohibit nuclear
weapons.

for a clear and legally
binding multilateral
commitment to
achieve the elimina-
tion of nuclear weap-
ons.

December 8-9

Third Conference on
the Humanitarian Im-
pact of Nuclear

Weapons in Austria
20

Strengthening the
international re-
gime in the field
of nonprolifera-
tion and weapons
destruction

Austria is hosting the
Third Conference on
the Humanitarian Im-
pact of Nuclear
Weapons.




Analysis of the Evolution of the Conference on the Treaty 347

29 Oktober Continuing the
discussion on the
issue of banning

nuclear weapons

The vote gave legiti-
macy to the OEWG
process as an im-
portant forum for
strengthening dia-
logue and negotia-
tions on the nuclear
weapons ban.

The vote to convene
the second Open-
ended Intergovern-
mental Working
Group (OEWG) on
negotiations on a nu-
clear weapons ban

2015

The analysis shows that the adoption of Resolution 67/56 by the UN General Assembly
in 2012 signaled a collective commitment to reduce and eliminate nuclear weapons,
becoming a force in the international effort. Lack of concrete agreement to significantly
reduce nuclear weapons despite resolutions and conferences. Increased awareness of
the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons, which may strengthen political pressure
for further steps to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons. Political uncertainty and ten-
sions between states that may hinder progress in negotiations on nuclear weapons re-
duction. The organization of international conferences such as the Second and Third
Conferences on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons emphasized the im-
portance of awareness of the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons. Weaknesses lie
with some nuclear-weapon states that may not actively participate in nuclear weapons
reduction efforts. International forums such as the Open-ended Intergovernmental
Working Group (OEWG) provide a platform for further negotiations on the prohibition
of nuclear weapons'. Involvement of some states in a nuclear arms race or refusal to
participate in reduction efforts that could hamper international efforts.

Table 2. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2012-2015)

Strengths

Weaknesses

Opportunities

Threats

The adoption of Res-
olution 67/56 by the
UN General Assem-
bly in 2012 demon-
strated a collective
commitment to re-
duce and eliminate
nuclear weapons.

There has been no
concrete agreement to
significantly reduce
nuclear weapons.

Increased awareness
of the humanitarian
impact of nuclear
weapons can
strengthen  political
pressure for further
measures to reduce
the threat of nuclear
weapons.

Political uncer-
tainty and tensions
between countries
may hinder pro-
gress in negotia-
tions on nuclear
arms reduction.

The organization of
international confer-
ences such as the Sec-
ond and Third Con-
ferences on the Hu-
manitarian Impact of
Nuclear ~ Weapons
emphasized the im-
portance of aware-
ness of the humani-
tarian impact of nu-
clear weapons.

Some countries that
possess nuclear weap-
ons may not actively
participate in nuclear
arms reduction ef-
forts.

International forums
such as the Open-
ended Intergovern-
mental Working
Group (OEWG) pro-
vide a platform for
further negotiations
on the nuclear weap-
ons ban.

The involvement
of some states in a
nuclear arms race
or refusal to partic-
ipate in reduction
efforts can hamper
international  ef-
forts.
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The emergence of the

In some cases, these

Widespread support

The lack of strong

International Cam- efforts may only re- from civil society commitment  or
paign for the Aboli- sult in statements and some states can agreement from
tion of Nuclear without concrete  strengthen the posi- nuclear  weapon
Weapons (ICAN) binding actions. tion of actors to take states can reduce
demonstrates the further steps in nu- the effectiveness
broad support of civil clear weapons reduc-  of nuclear arms re-
society in nuclear tion. duction efforts.
weapons  reduction

efforts.

The research highlights the emergence of the International Campaign for the Abolition
of Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) as a reflection of the broad support received from civil
society for nuclear weapons reduction efforts, making it an influential force. Weak-
nesses are seen in some cases, where such efforts tend to result in mere statements
without binding concrete actions. However, there is great potential on the side of op-
portunity, where broad support from civil society and some states can strengthen the
position of stakeholders to take further steps in reducing nuclear weapons. Threats arise
from the lack of strong commitment or agreement from nuclear-weapon states, poten-
tially reducing the effectiveness of nuclear-weapon reduction efforts.

3.1.1.2 Analysis of events in 2016

In 2016, the UN hosted several sessions of the second OEWG discussing steps towards
banning nuclear weapons?!. The sessions dealt in depth with the risks and humanitarian
impact of a nuclear weapon explosion, as well as discussing the path to a legal ban on
nuclear weapons. Important factors and legal mechanisms needed to enforce such a ban.
A resolution was put forward to propose negotiations in 2017 on an instrument to ban
nuclear weapons. This was followed by the UN's decision to convene a conference in
March 2017 to negotiate a nuclear weapons ban treaty. Despite facing opposition from
nuclear weapon states and their allies, the UN decided to proceed with the process an-

yway.

Table 3. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Abolition Effort (2016)

Year Date Events Purpose Conclusion
2016  22-26 February =~ The UN hosted the first Discuss measures ~ The session dis-
session of the second to address the risk  cussed the humani-
OEWG on concrete le-  of nuclear weapon  tarian risks and im-
gal steps towards ban- explosions and the  pacts of a nuclear
ning nuclear weapons humanitarian im- weapon explosion,
pact of such ex- as well as measures
plosions to address those
risks.
2016 May 2-13 UN hosts the second Discussing the The session dis-

session of the second
OEWG on legal and
normative measures to-
wards the prohibition
of nuclear weapons

path to a legal ban
on nuclear weap-
ons, as well as the
transparency and

cussed the path to a

legal ban on nuclear
weapons and its im-
plications, as well as
transparency and the




Analysis of the Evolution of the Conference on the Treaty 349

humanitarian im- humanitarian impact
pact of nuclear of nuclear weapons.
weapons
2016  August 5-19 UN hosts the third ses- ~ Outline the critical ~The session pro-
sion of the second factors and legal duced a report out-
OEWG to establish a mechanisms for lining the factors
legal ban on nuclear enforcing the nu-  necessary to enforce
weapons clear weapons ban  the prohibition of

nuclear weapons, as
well as the legal
mechanisms needed

to do so.

2016  October 13 Resolution Proposing negoti-  Resolution L.41 pro-
A/C.1/71/L.41 (L.41) ations in 2017 on  poses negotiations in
referred to the First an instrument for 2017 on an instru-
Committee of the UN the prohibition of ~ ment for the prohibi-
General Assembly nuclear weapons tion of nuclear weap-

ons

2016  October 27 The UN decided to Make a treaty to Despite opposition
hold a conference to ban nuclear weap-  from nuclear weapon
negotiate on a "Bind- ons states and their al-
ing Legal Instrument to lies, the UN decided
Prohibit Nuclear to hold a conference
Weapons" to negotiate a nu-

clear weapons ban
treaty in March
2017.

The study concludes that efforts to ban nuclear weapons have significant support from
a number of countries and international organizations, such as the UN, indicating inter-
nal strength in the movement. However, challenges arise from strong opposition ema-
nating from nuclear weapon states and their allies, reflecting internal weaknesses. There
are opportunities to expand support from other states and international organizations
through broader campaigning, diplomacy, and public education.

Table 4. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2016)

Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities Threats
Internal Support from a Strong opposi- Expand support Threats from nu-
number of countries  tion from nuclear  from other countries  clear weapon
and international or-  weapon states and international or-  states and their
ganizations such as and their allies ganizations through  allies
the UN broader campaigns,

diplomacy, and
public education

External Efforts to organize Not all UN mem-  Opportunity to capi- Threats from

conferences and ne-  ber states are ac-  talize on interna- technological de-
gotiations on bind- tive in support- tional momentum in  velopments and
ing legal instru- ing efforts to ban  favor of banning global geopoliti-

ments nuclear weapons  nuclear weaponsto  cal tensions
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encourage further
action

The research reveals that external efforts in organizing conferences and negotiations on
binding legal instruments have been made, providing opportunities for progress in ef-
forts to ban nuclear weapons. Nonetheless, not all UN member states actively partici-
pated, indicating external weaknesses in this process. There are opportunities to capi-
talize on the existing international momentum to support the nuclear weapons ban and
encourage further steps. External threats also arise from technological developments
and global geopolitical tensions, which have the potential to impede progress in achiev-
ing the goal of banning nuclear weapons.

3.1.1.3 Analysis of events in 2017

In 2017, there were a series of important events in the effort to ban nuclear weapons.
One was the organizational meeting for the UN Conference in March, which aimed to
discuss the provisional agenda, conference rules of procedure, and participation rates
for non-governmental organizations. New York City hosted the first round of UN ne-
gotiations on a treaty to ban nuclear weapons, where the treaty's objectives, opening
paragraph, core prohibitions, and legal and institutional arrangements were discussed.
The first Preparatory Committee meeting for the 2020 Non-Deployment Treaty Review
Conference in Vienna also discussed states' views on a treaty to ban nuclear weapons,
although it was not formally discussed much due to its sensitivity. The release of the
Draft Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in May set the stage for fur-
ther negotiations in June, where the treaty was then adopted by the conference in July,
opening the opportunity for states to sign the treaty at the 72nd UN General Assembly
in September.

Table 5. Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2017)

Year Date Events Destination Conclusion

2017 February 16 Organizational Meet-  Discussed the Negotiations began with
ing Negotiations for ~ provisional organizational prepara-
the March 2017 UN agenda, confer- tions and the election of
Conference to Ban ence rules of the conference presi-
Nuclear Weapons. procedure, and dent.
Election of Ambassa-  the level of par-
dor Elayne Whyte of ticipation to be
Costa Rica as confer-  allowed for non-
ence president. governmental

organizations.
2017  March 27-31 The first round of Discusses the Negotiations reached an

UN negotiations on a
treaty banning nu-
clear weapons in
New York City.

treaty's purpose,
opening para-
graph, and core
prohibitions, as
well as its legal
and institutional
arrangements.

agreement on the basic
framework of the treaty,
but several issues re-
main controversial, in-
cluding the additional
verification protocol

and the determination of
the nuclear test ban and
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the threat of use of nu-
clear weapons.

2017 May 2-12 First Preparatory Expressing Although discussion of
Committee meeting countries' views  a treaty on the prohibi-
for the 2020 Non- on the Treaty on  tion of nuclear weapons
Deployment Treaty the Prohibition was mentioned in the
Review Conference of Nuclear statements of some del-
in Vienna. Weapons. egates, it remains a sen-

sitive issue that is not
much discussed for-
mally.

2017 May 22 Release of the Draft Draft a conven-  The draft convention
Convention on the tion for the next ~ was released as a basis
Prohibition of Nu- negotiations in for further negotiations.
clear Weapons based  June.
on the first round of
negotiations.

2017 July 7 Adoption of the Open the oppor-  The treaty was ap-
Treaty on the Prohi-  tunity for coun-  proved with a majority
bition of Nuclear tries to sign the vote, although some
Weapons by the con-  treaty at the powerful countries
ference, concluding 72nd UN Gen- voted against it.
two rounds of negoti-  eral Assembly
ations. on September

20.

2017  September 20 Opening for the sign-  Open up oppor-  Several countries signed
ing of the Treaty on tunities for the treaty on its opening
the Prohibition of countries to sign  day, but some major
Nuclear Weapons. treaties. countries remained op-

posed to it.

2017  October 6 Nobel Peace Prize Recognize the The Nobel Peace Prize

2017 to the Interna-
tional Campaign for
the Elimination of
Nuclear Weapons.

role of civil soci-
ety campaigns in
efforts to ban
nuclear weap-
ons.

was awarded to a civil
society campaign for
the prohibition of nu-
clear weapons, empha-
sizing the importance of
the civilian role in
achieving that goal.

The opening for the signing of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons on
September 20 witnessed several countries signing the treaty on its opening day. A num-
ber of major countries expressed their opposition to the treaty. The 2017 Nobel Peace
Prize was awarded to the International Campaign for the Abolition of Nuclear Weapons
in October??. The award recognizes the role played by civil society campaigns in the
effort to ban nuclear weapons, and affirms the importance of civilian contributions in
achieving that goal.

Table 6. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2017)
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Aspects Strength Weakness Opportunities Threat

Internal There is signifi- Strong opposition ~ Opportunities to Threats from nu-
cant international ~ from some pow-  expand support clear weapon
support from a erful countries to  from other coun- states and their al-
number of coun- the nuclear weap-  tries and interna- lies to the effort to
tries and interna- ons ban treaty, as  tional organiza- ban nuclear weap-
tional organiza- seen in some tions through ons, as seen in the
tions for efforts to  countries reject- broader cam- strong opposition
ban nuclear weap-  ing the treaty and  paigns, diplomacy  of some states to
ons. signing it. and public educa-  the treaty.

tion.
Eksternal ~ Agreement Some issues that ~ The possibility of  The threat of disa-

reached on the
basic framework
of the treaty in the
first round of ne-

remain contro-
versial, such as
the additional
verification pro-

capitalizing on in-
ternational mo-
mentum and the
Nobel Peace Prize

greement on some
key issues, such as
the additional veri-
fication protocol

gotiations, tocol and the de-  to raise interna- and the determina-
demonstrating termination of the  tional awareness tion of the nuclear
progress towards nuclear test ban, and pressure on test ban, which
the goal of ban- show disagree- countries that still  could hinder pro-
ning nuclear ment in terms of  oppose banning gress in imple-
weapons. treaty implemen-  nuclear weapons. menting the treaty.

tation.

The results showed that a SWOT analysis of the UN Conference on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in 2017 identified several important aspects. Internally, the main
strength was the significant international support from a number of countries and inter-
national organizations for efforts to ban nuclear weapons. However, the research also
revealed a significant weakness, namely the strong opposition of some countries to the
treaty on the prohibition of nuclear weapons. This is reflected in the rejection of the
treaty and the signatures of these countries, which poses a serious challenge to the suc-
cess of the global nuclear weapons ban effort.

The results show that in the external context, the agreement reached to create
the basic framework of the treaty in the first round of negotiations is considered a sig-
nificant progress in efforts to achieve the goal of banning nuclear weapons. The exist-
ence of controversial issues such as the additional verification protocol and the deter-
mination of the nuclear test ban illustrate the disagreements that remain in the treaty
implementation process. There are opportunities available to capitalize on the ongoing
international momentum, particularly following the Nobel Peace Prize, to raise aware-
ness and increase international pressure on states that still refuse to support the prohi-
bition of nuclear weapons. However, it should be recognized that there is a significant
threat of disagreement on several key issues, which could potentially impede progress
in the treaty implementation process.

3.1.1.4 Analysis of events in 2018

Countries such as Cuba and Mexico ratified the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in January, followed by similar efforts from Palestine and Venezuela in
March. The month of April witnessed the renewed support of New Zealand and Austria
to the treaty, confirming its crucial role in strengthening the obligations stipulated in
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Article VI of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT). Similar action was taken by
Bolivia in April by signing the treaty, while Palau, Austria and Vietnam followed suit
by ratifying it in May. June saw the Dominican Republic signing the treaty, while in
July, a number of countries including Costa Rica, New Zealand, Nicaragua and Uru-
guay ratified the treaty. Switzerland announced in August that it would not be signing
the treaty at this time, but was considering the possibility of doing so in the future.
September saw a series of countries such as Gambia, Samoa, San Marino, and Vanuatu
ratify the treaty, while Cook Islands joined the effort. Meanwhile, countries such as
Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Benin, Brunei Darussalam, Guinea-Bissau, Myanmar,
Saint Lucia, Seychelles, and Timor-Leste showed their commitment by signing the
treaty in the same month.

Table 7. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Abolition Effort (2018)

Date Events Countries/States Involved

January Cuba and Mexico ratified the treaty and be- Cuba, Mexico
came state parties.

January 18, Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov ad- Rusia
2018 dressed the UN Security Council and directly
referred to the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nu-
clear Weapons.

March Palestine and Venezuela ratified the agreement  Palestine, Venezuela
to become state parties.
April New Zealand and Austria re-supported the New Zealand, Austria

Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
and emphasized its importance in strengthen-
ing the obligations of Article VI of the Nuclear
Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT).

April 16 Bolivia signed the agreement. Bolivia

Mei Palau, Austria, and Vietnam ratified the treaty. Palau, Austria, Vietnam

June 7 Dominican Republic signed the agreement. Dominican Republic

Juli Costa Rica, New Zealand, Nicaragua and Uru-  Costa Rica, New Zealand, Nica-
guay ratified the treaty to become state parties. ragua, Uruguay

August 3 Colombia signed the agreement. Colombia

August 15 The Swiss Federal Council announced that Swiss
Switzerland will not sign the Agreement at this
time, but the announcement leaves open the
possibility of reconsideration in the future.

September  The Gambia, Samoa, San Marino and Vanuatu ~Gambia, Samoa, San Marino,
ratify the treaty. Cook Islands joined the treaty.  Vanuatu, Cook Islands

September  Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Benin, Brunei Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Darussalam, Guinea-Bissau, Myanmar, Saint Benin, Brunei Darussalam,
Lucia, Seychelles, and Timor-Leste signed the ~ Guinea-Bissau, Myanmar, Saint
agreement. Lucia, Seychelles, Timor-Leste

The research found that global efforts to ban nuclear weapons are supported by a num-
ber of strong factors. A series of ratification and signing actions from various countries
indicate a positive momentum in this endeavor. Support provided by countries such as
Cuba, Mexico, Palestine, and others. The active role of various international organiza-
tions, including the UN, in facilitating dialogue and reaching agreements on banning
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nuclear weapons also strengthens this global effort. The research highlights that despite
progress in reaching a global consensus on a treaty, there are some significant weak-
nesses that need to be addressed. Opposition from some countries such as Russia and
Switzerland poses a real obstacle in the process of reaching a broad agreement. Major
challenges also arise in the effective implementation of the treaty at the national level,
especially in countries that have political or military interests closely linked to nuclear
weapons. This shows that despite efforts to reach a global agreement, there is still a
long way to go in overcoming these obstacles to achieve the desired end goal.

Table 8. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2018)

Strengths

Weaknesses

The existence of a series of ratifications and signa-
tures from various countries shows positive mo-
mentum in efforts to ban nuclear weapons.

Opposition from some countries such as
Russia and Switzerland could be an ob-
stacle in reaching a global consensus.

The support from countries such as Cuba, Mexico,
Palestine and others shows the global awareness
and commitment to this issue.

Effective implementation of the treaty at
the national level may be a challenge,
especially in countries with political or
military interests related to nuclear
weapons.

The involvement of various international organi-
zations, such as the UN, in facilitating dialogue
and agreements related to the prohibition of nu-
clear weapons adds strength to the achievement of
this goal.

Opportunities

Threat

The positive international momentum can be used
to galvanize more support and action in the quest
for a nuclear weapons ban.

Opposition and political pressure from
nuclear weapon states as well as global
geopolitical factors can hinder progress
in efforts to ban nuclear weapons.

Opportunities for increased diplomacy and
broader public campaigns to influence the atti-
tudes of countries that have not ratified or signed
the treaty.

Political and international uncertainty
can affect the willingness and ability of
states to engage in efforts to ban nuclear
weapons.

Research reveals that there are a number of forces supporting efforts to ban nuclear
weapons. The existence of a series of ratifications and signatures from various countries
reflects positive momentum in achieving this goal. Support from countries such as
Cuba, Mexico, and Palestine indicates a growing global awareness and commitment to
this issue. The involvement of various international organizations, such as the UN, also
provides additional impetus in reaching an agreement related to the prohibition of nu-
clear weapons.

The research highlights a number of weaknesses and threats that stand in the
way of efforts to ban nuclear weapons. Opposition from some countries such as Russia
and Switzerland is a major obstacle to achieving global consensus. Effective implemen-
tation of the treaty at the national level is also seen as a major challenge, especially in
countries with political or military interests related to nuclear weapons. Political pres-
sure from nuclear weapon states as well as global geopolitical factors may also hinder
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progress in efforts to ban nuclear weapons. Possible political and international uncer-
tainties also have the potential to affect the willingness and ability of states to engage
in efforts to ban nuclear weapons, despite ongoing positive momentum.

3.1.1.5 Analysis of events in 2019

In 2019, there were a number of significant events related to the Treaty on the Prohibi-
tion of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). From January, when El Salvador and Saint Lucia
ratified the treaty, and Cambodia signed the treaty, to November, when Nauru signed
the treaty and Antigua and Barbuda ratified the treaty, these events demonstrated strong
momentum in efforts to increase the number of signatory states and state parties to the
TPNW.

Table 9. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Abolition Effort (2019)

Date Events Purpose Conclusion

January  El Salvador and Saint Lucia rati- Encourage countries Shows increasing

fied the treaty to become state to jointhe efforttoban support for the

parties, and Cambodia signed the nuclear weapons and agreement  from

treaty. increase the number of  several countries in
signatory countries. different regions.

Febru- South Africa ratified the treaty. Spread the influence Reflecting South

ary 22 of the agreement to Africa's commit-
more countries, in- ment to the elimi-
cluding countries in nation of nuclear
Africa. weapons.

April 11 Panama ratified the treaty. Increase the number Showing support
of countries involved for agreements in
in nuclear weapons Central America.
prohibition efforts in
Central America.

July St. Vincent and the Grenadines Encourage Caribbean Increase represen-

ratified the treaty. countries to join the tation from Carib-
agreement. bean countries in
efforts to ban nu-

clear weapons.

August  Bolivia and Kazakhstan ratified Expanding the geo- Underscored Bo-

the agreement. graphic scope of sup- livia and Kazakh-
port for the agree- stan's commitment
ment. to the elimination
of nuclear weap-
ons.

Septem-  Botswana, Zambia, Tanzania, Encourage more Showing increased

ber Trinidad and Tobago, Saint Kitts countries to express interest from vari-

and Nevis, Maldives, Lesotho, their formal support ous countries in

Grenada, and Dominica signed for the agreement. championing  the

the agreement. prohibition of nu-
clear weapons.

Septem-  Bangladesh, Ecuador, Kiribati, Increase the number Demonstrated mo-

ber Laos, Maldives, and Trinidad and  of countries legally in- mentum in the

Tobago ratified the agreement. volved in the agree- treaty ratification

ment.
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process by various

countries.

October  The TPNW was welcomed by the ~ Strengthen the legiti- Demonstrates
UN High Representative for Dis- macy of the agreement  recognition of the
armament Affairs, Mrs. Izumi in the eyes of interna- important role of
Nakamitsu, as a "demonstration tional institutions and the treaty in efforts
of the value" of a multilateral ap- UN member states. to eliminate nu-
proach to the elimination of nu- clear weapons.
clear weapons.

Novem-  Nauru signed the agreement (No-  Continue to expand Encourage more

ber vember 22) and Antigua and Bar- the geographic reach countries to join the

buda ratified the agreement (No-
vember 25).

effort to ban nu-
clear weapons.

of support and partici-
pation to the agree-
ment.

The results show that the increasing participation of countries in various regions, in-
cluding Africa, Central America, the Caribbean, and Asia, as well as the support pro-
vided by international institutions such as the UN, confirm that the Treaty on the Pro-
hibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) is increasingly recognized as an important in-
strument in global efforts to achieve the elimination of nuclear weapons. This indicates
that there is a positive trend towards the reduction and elimination of nuclear weapons
at the global level, backed by broad support from various parties both at the national
and international levels.

Table 10. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2019)

Aspects

Description

Strengths I.

The addition of participating countries such as El Salvador, Saint Lucia,
South Africa, Panama, and others increases international legitimacy and
support for the TPNW.

Support from international institutions such as the UN, reflected in the pos-
itive remarks by the UN High Representative for Disarmament Affairs,
adds legitimacy and trust to the agreement.

Weaknesses 1.

There are still states, especially nuclear weapon states, that have not rati-
fied or even signed the treaty, reducing its effectiveness in achieving the
global elimination of nuclear weapons.

Lack of participation from key or major countries in the agreement may
hamper efforts to expand its scope and influence.

Opportunities 1.

Positive momentum in the signing and ratification of treaties by various
countries offers opportunities to increase international awareness and sup-
port for TPNW.

The involvement of more states, especially nuclear weapon states, can pave
the way for broader dialogue and negotiations to achieve the elimination
of nuclear weapons.

Threats 1.

Negative responses or pressure from nuclear weapon states and their allies
could hinder the progress of the treaty and even lead to a decrease in sup-
port from other states.

Political instability and conflict in some regions may divert attention and
resources from efforts to ban nuclear weapons, reducing the focus and pri-
ority on this issue.
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The results show that the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) in
2019 experienced a significant increase in strength and legitimacy. The addition of
states parties such as El Salvador, Saint Lucia, South Africa, Panama and others has
increased international support for the treaty, giving it greater legitimacy. Support from
international institutions such as the UN, reflected in the positive remarks by the UN
High Representative for Disarmament Affairs, also strengthened legitimacy and trust
in the TPNW. There were some weaknesses identified, including non-ratification or
non-signature of the treaty by some states, especially nuclear weapon states, which re-
duced its effectiveness in achieving the global elimination of nuclear weapons. Lack of
participation from key or major states may also hamper efforts to expand its scope and
influence. There are emerging opportunities, such as positive momentum in the signing
and ratification of treaties by states, which could increase international awareness and
support for the TPNW. The involvement of more states, especially nuclear weapon
states, could pave the way for broader dialogue and negotiations to achieve the elimi-
nation of nuclear weapons. Threats that could affect efforts to ban nuclear weapons
include negative responses or pressure from nuclear weapon states and their allies,
which could hinder the progress of the treaty and even lead to decreased support from
other states. Political instability and conflict in some regions can also divert attention
and resources from efforts to ban nuclear weapons, reducing focus and priority on the
issue.

3.1.1.6 Analysis of events in 2020

In 2020, a number of countries took significant steps towards banning nuclear weap-
ons through the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). These steps
included actions such as ratification and signing of the treaty by various countries. For
example, Paraguay affirmed its commitment to the elimination of nuclear weapons by
ratifying the TPNW on January 23. Similar steps were also taken by Belize, Namibia,
Lesotho, Sudan, Fiji, Botswana, Ireland, Nigeria, Niue, St. Kitts and Nevis, Mozam-
bique, Malta, Malaysia, Tuvalu, Jamaica, Nauru, Honduras, and Benin, each by ratify-
ing or signing the TPNW at various times during the year. In addition, on September
21, former heads of state and defense ministers from various countries issued open let-
ters to further the effort. This momentum culminated on October 24 when Honduras
deposited instruments of ratification, resulting in a total of 50 ratifications, allowing the
TPNW to enter into force. These steps reflect the growing awareness of the dangers
posed by nuclear weapons, as well as the efforts being made internationally to address
the challenge.

Tabel 11. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Abolition Effort (2020)

Date Events Destination
January 23 Paraguay ratified the treaty. = Paraguay joined as one of the countries that rati-
fied the TPNW.
February 6 Belize signed the agree- Belize is one of the countries that signed the
ment. TPNW.
March 20 Namibia ratified the treaty. =~ Namibia joined as one of the countries that ratified
the TPNW.
May 19 Belize ratified the treaty. Belize is one of the countries that ratified the

TPNW.
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June 6 Lesotho ratified the treaty. Lesotho joined as one of the countries that ratified

the TPNW.

July Sudan (July 22) became a Sudan, Fiji, and Botswana joined as signatories
signatory, Fiji (July 8) and and ratified the TPNW.

Botswana (July 15) ratified
the agreement.

August 6 Ireland and Nigeria ratified Ireland and Nigeria joined as ratifiers of the
the treaty and Niue became TPNW, while Niue became a country that joined
an accession party. through accession.

August 9 St. Kitts and Nevis ratified  St. Kitts and Nevis joined as one of the countries
the treaty. that ratified the TPNW.

August 18 Mozambique signed the Mozambique is one of the countries that signed the
agreement. TPNW.

August 25 Malta signed the agreement. Malta is one of the countries that signed the

TPNW.

September Malta (21) and Malaysia Malta and Malaysia joined as ratifying countries
(29) ratified the treaty. of the TPNW.

September 21 Fifty-six former heads of Efforts to gain further support for the TPNW.
state and defense ministers
from twenty NATO member
states, Japan, and South Ko-
rea issued an open letter ask-
ing current leaders to join
the TPNW.

October 12 Tuvalu ratified the TPNW. Tuvalu joined as one of the countries that ratified

the TPNW.

October 23 Jamaica and Nauru depos- Jamaica and Nauru joined as states depositing in-
ited instruments of ratifica- struments of ratification of the TPNW. On the
tion with the UN. same day, a High-Level Event on the Treaty on the

Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons was held online
by the Permanent Missions of Austria, Brazil,
Costa Rica, Indonesia, Ireland, Mexico, New Zea-
land, Nigeria, South Africa, and Thailand to the
UN to welcome the new states joining the treaty.

October 24 Honduras deposited its in- Honduras joined as one of the countries that rati-
strument of ratification, fied the TPNW, and the number of ratifications
bringing the number of rati- reached the threshold to allow the TPNW to enter
fications to 50. into force.

December Benin (11) ratified the Benin ratified the TPNW, while Zimbabwe and
TPNW and Zimbabwe (4) Niger signed the agreement.
and Niger (9) became signa-
tories.

December 7 The UN General Assembly The UN gave support to the TPNW and called on

passed a resolution welcom-
ing the TPNW's entry into
force and called on all coun-
tries that had not yet done so
to sign, ratify, or join the
treaty.

countries to take action in relation to the agree-
ment.
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The participation of a number of countries in ratifying or signing the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) has provided a positive impetus in efforts to
ban nuclear weapons globally. Weaknesses are seen in the non-engagement of all states,
especially those with nuclear weapons, in the TPNW, which ultimately reduces the ef-
fectiveness of this treaty in achieving the desired global goals. There are opportunities
to build further consensus among the international community through diplomacy and
educational efforts regarding the dangers posed by nuclear weapons. Threats arise from
possible resistance or opposition from nuclear weapon states or their allies, potentially
impeding progress or even triggering diplomatic conflict. Although support from inter-
national organizations such as the UN has strengthened the legitimacy of these efforts,
there remain limitations in attracting participation from major states that have a strate-
gic interest in maintaining their nuclear arsenals. Support from former heads of state
and defense ministers provides a significant moral and political boost, but the inability
to guarantee compliance by all states with the treaty could reduce its effectiveness. An-
other threat arises from the potential emergence of a new nuclear arms race in response
to uncertainty and failure to reach an effective global agreement.

Table 12. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2020)

Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities Threats
The positive momen- Not all countries, es- An opportunity to Potential re-
tum with a number of  pecially nuclear further build consen- sistance or opposi-

countries joining in
ratifying or signing
the TPNW, shows a
strong push towards a
nuclear weapons ban.

weapon states or their
allies, participate in
the TPNW, reducing
its effectiveness in
achieving global
goals.

sus among the inter-
national community
through diplomacy,
advocacy, and educa-
tion on the dangers of
nuclear weapons.

tion from nuclear
weapon states or
their allies could
impede progress
or trigger diplo-
matic conflict.

Support from interna-
tional organizations
such as the UN,
which passed resolu-
tions in support of the
TPNW, strengthens
the legitimacy and
sustainability of these
efforts.

Limitations in attract-
ing the participation
of major countries
that have a particular
strategic or political
interest in maintain-
ing their nuclear arse-
nals.

It can be used as a ba-
sis for encouraging
countries that have
not yet joined the ef-
fort to ban nuclear
weapons, by demon-
strating success and
existing support.

Threats from
global geopolitical
tensions that could
obscure the prior-
ity of a nuclear
weapons ban on
the international
agenda.

The support of the
former head of state
and defense minister
in an open letter in
September 2020, pro-
vided a significant
moral and political
boost.

The inability to guar-
antee all countries'
compliance with this
agreement, as some
countries may not
strictly implement the
TPNW rules.

The potential for a
new nuclear arms
race in response to
uncertainty  and
failure to reach an
effective  global
agreement.

3.1.1.7 Analysis of events in 2021

Research reveals significant results regarding the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW). On 21 January, the entry into force of the treaty was joyfully wel-
comed by the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) and partner
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organizations around the world, marking an important milestone in the global effort to
eliminate nuclear weapons. The next step was on January 22, when the Kingdom of
Cambodia ratified the treaty, officially declaring its support for the ban on nuclear
weapons. In February, the Philippines and Comoros also ratified the treaty, reinforcing
their commitment to the prohibition of nuclear weapons. The announcement that the
first meeting of State Parties will be held in Vienna, Austria, from January 14-22, 2022,
with Alexander Kmentt of the Austrian Ministry of Foreign Affairs as designate presi-
dent on April 9, highlights the global commitment to the implementation of the TPNW
and affirms the importance of international cooperation in eliminating nuclear weapons.
During 2021, Cambodia, Chile, Comoros, Guinea-Bissau, Peru, Philippines, and Sey-
chelles all ratified the TPNW, while Cook Islands, Mongolia, and Niue joined the
treaty. This increase in support reflects the growing momentum in the global effort to
eliminate nuclear weapons, as well as the commitment of states to achieve that goal
through concrete action in accepting and implementing the TPNW.

Table 13. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Abolition Effort (2021)

Date Events Desti- Conclusion
nation

January 21 The Treaty on the Prohibition of Nu- Enforcing The treaty entered into
clear Weapons entered into force. The the force, marking a signif-
International Campaign to Abolish Nu-  Agree- icant step in the global
clear Weapons (ICAN) celebrated the ment effort to eliminate nu-
day with partner organizations around clear weapons.
the world.

January 22 The Kingdom of Cambodia ratified the Join Cambodia became one
treaty. TPNW of the countries that of-

ficially  joined the
TPNW, showing sup-
port for the prohibition
of nuclear weapons.

February The Philippines (Feb. 18) and Comoros ~ Support The Philippines and
(Feb. 19) ratified the Agreement. TPNW Comoros demonstrated

their commitment to the

prohibition of nuclear

weapons by ratifying

the treaty.

April 09 The date of the first meeting of the State TPNW Preparations were made
Parties was announced. This meeting, to  meeting for an important meet-
be held in Vienna, Austria, is scheduled prepara- ing scheduled for the
for January 14-22, 2022. Alexander tion following year, high-
Kmentt of the Austrian Ministry of For- lighting the global com-
eign Affairs has been appointed as the mitment to TPNW im-
design president to chair the meeting. plementation.

Throughout Cambodia, Chile, Comoros, Guinea- Increased = More countries are join-

2021 Bissau, Peru, Philippines, and Sey- TPNW ing and ratifying the
chelles all ratified the TPNW. The Cook  support TPNW, demonstrating
Islands, Mongolia, and Niue joined the the growing momentum
treaty. in the global effort to

eliminate nuclear weap-
ons.
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The entry into force of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons is an im-
portant milestone in the global effort to eliminate nuclear weapons. There are countries
that have yet to ratify the treaty or show active commitment to the TPNW, indicating a
weakness in overall support for the nuclear weapons ban. The growing momentum in
global support for the TPNW offers a great opportunity to get more states to ratify the
treaty. The greatest threat comes from nuclear weapon states and their allies, who may
make efforts to impede nuclear weapons prohibition measures. The engagement and
commitment of some countries in key meetings to lead the implementation of the
TPNW is still not optimal. Global geopolitical threats and political uncertainty in some
regions may also affect the progress and implementation of the TPNW.

Table 14. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2021)

Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities Threats
Internal The Treaty on the There are still coun- The growing mo- The greatest threat
Prohibition of Nu- tries that have not mentum in global comes from nu-
clear Weapons en- ratified the treaty or support for the clear-weapon
tered into force, shown active com- TPNW can be used states and their al-
marking a signifi- mitmentto TPNW. to persuade more lies, who may
cant step in the countries to ratify make efforts to im-
global effort to the treaty. pede measures to
eliminate  nuclear ban nuclear weap-
weapons. ons.
External The Kingdom of The involvement The first meeting of Global geopoliti-

Cambodia and other
countries ratified the

and commitment of
some countries in

State Parties sched-
uled for 2022 could

cal threats and po-
litical uncertainty

TPNW,  showing key meetings to be an opportunity to in some regions

concrete support for lead the implemen- discuss more con- may affect the pro-

the prohibition of tation of the TPNW crete strategies and gress and imple-

nuclear weapons. may not be optimal. implementation mentation of
measures. TPNW.

3.1.1.8 Event analysis for 2022
In 2022, a number of important events took place that marked progress in efforts to ban
nuclear weapons and reduce global threats. A number of countries, such as Cabo Verde,
Congo, Cote d'Ivoire, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Dominican Republic, Gre-
nada, Guatemala, Malawi, and Timor-Leste, ratified the Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons (TPNW), strengthening support for the prohibition of nuclear weap-
ons and affirming commitment to global efforts to reduce the threat. Other countries,
such as Barbados, Burkina Faso, Equitorial Guinea, Haiti, and Sierra Leone, signed the
treaty, demonstrating their willingness to join the process towards banning nuclear
weapons and strengthening the international norms governing nuclear weapons.

The first meeting of States Parties (MSPs) to the Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) was held in Vienna, Austria, from June 21 to 23, 2022. The
meeting was an opportunity for states to evaluate progress in the implementation of the
TPNW and to discuss issues related to humanitarianism and global security. At the
meeting, it was affirmed that "nuclear weapons are now explicitly and comprehensively
prohibited by international law, as they have long been for biological and chemical
weapons." This affirmation reinforces the belief that concrete actions need to be taken
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to enhance the implementation of the TPNW and promote global peace and security.
The adoption of the "Vienna Declaration" and Action Plan by the MSP is an important
step in confirming the legal status of the prohibition of nuclear weapons and establish-
ing concrete measures to achieve the goals of the TPNW.

At the end of the year, the second TPNW MSP in New York from November

27 to December 1 marked a continuation of discussions and actions to strengthen the
prohibition of nuclear weapons and support the goals of the TPNW. The joint agree-
ment of states to commit to addressing the threat of nuclear weapons and promoting
world peace reflects a positive step in the face of complex global challenges.

Table 15. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Elimination Effort (2022)

Year Date Events Purpose Conclussion

2022 - Ratification by Cabo Strengthen support States demonstrate
Verde, Congo, Cote for the prohibition of commitment to
d'Ivoire, Democratic nuclear weapons and global efforts to re-
Republic  of  the efforts to reduce the duce the threat of
Congo, Dominican threat of nuclear nuclear weapons.
Republic, Grenada, weapons.

Guatemala, Malawi
and Timor-Leste.

2022 - Signed by Barbados, Indicated willing- States expressed a
Burkina Faso, Equi- ness to engage in the desire to strengthen
torial Guinea, Haiti processtowardsban- international norms
and Sierra Leone. ning nuclear weap- governing nuclear

ons. weapons.

2022 June 21-23 The first TPNW MSP  Discuss the develop- Countries  evalu-
meeting in Vienna, ment and implemen- ated progress in the
Austria. tation efforts of the implementation of

TPNW as well as is-  the TPNW and dis-
sues related to hu- cussed important
manitarianism and  issues in the global
global security. context.

2022 - Adoption of the "Vi-  Affirm the legal sta- MSP takes con-
enna Declaration" and  tus of the prohibition  crete steps to en-
Action Plan by MSP.  of nuclear weapons hance the imple-

and establish mentation of the
measures to achieve TPNW and pro-
the objectives of the mote global peace
TPNW. and security.
2022 November Second TPNW MSP Continue discus-  Countries are
27 - Decem- in New York. sions and actions to  jointly committed

ber 1

strengthen the prohi-

to addressing the

bition of nuclear threat of nuclear
weapons and support weapons and pro-
the objectives of the moting world
TPNW. peace.

The research found that the ratification of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW) has received significant global support from countries such as Cabo
Verde, Congo, and Cote d'Ivoire, which has strengthened the legitimacy and legal force
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of this agreement. A significant weakness lies in the absence of participation from ma-
jor powers such as the United States, Russia, and China, which has the potential to
weaken the implementation of the TPNW globally. Although there is increased global
awareness of the threat of nuclear weapons, opening up opportunities for more states to
ratify the TPNW, possible negative reactions from nuclear weapon states that do not

ratify the TPNW could complicate the overall nuclear weapons ban effort.

Table 16. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2022)

Aspect Strength Weakness Opportunities Threats

Ratification ~ Global support No participation Increased global Negative reac-
from countries such  from major coun-  awareness of the tions from nu-
as Cabo Verde, tries such as the threat of nuclear clear weapon
Congo, Cote d'Iv- United States, weapons may states that do not
oire, etc. strength- Russia and lead more coun- ratify the TPNW
ens the legitimacy China, which tries to ratify the  could complicate
and legal power of  could weaken im- TPNW. efforts to ban nu-
the TPNW. plementation clear weapons.

globally.

Signing Interest and will- The absence of Growing public Tensions between
ingness of more participation pressure to end nuclear weapon
countries to engage  from major coun-  the possession of  states and states
in efforts to ban nu-  tries may weaken  nuclear weapons  that signed the
clear weapons. the effectiveness ~ may openup op-  TPNW could es-

of this agreement  portunities for calate geopoliti-
globally. more countries to  cal conflicts.
join the TPNW.

Meeting International com- Implementation Continued diplo-  Differing views

mitment and coop-
eration demon-
strated in the meet-
ing and adoption of
the Vienna Decla-
ration.

challenges at the
national level
may remain de-
spite international
commitments.

macy and negoti-
ation efforts can
expand support
for the TPNW.

and national in-
terests between
countries can hin-
der consensus in
the implementa-
tion of the
TPNW.

The signing of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) reflects the
growing interest and willingness of more countries to engage in efforts to ban nuclear
weapons. The non-participation of major states could reduce the effectiveness of this
agreement globally. Nonetheless, growing public pressure to end the possession of nu-
clear weapons opens up opportunities for more states to join the TPNW. Tensions be-
tween nuclear weapon states and TPNW signatories could exacerbate geopolitical con-
flicts.

The first meeting of the TPNW Support Mechanism (MSP) in Vienna demon-
strated international commitment and cooperation which was realized through the meet-
ing and the adoption of the "Vienna Declaration". Implementation challenges at the
national level may remain despite international commitments. On the other hand, con-
tinued diplomacy and negotiation efforts may increase support for TPNW. Differing
views and national interests between countries may hinder consensus on TPNW imple-
mentation.
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3.1.1.9 Event analysis for 2023-2025
On January 9, 2023, Djibouti's action in signing the Treaty confirmed the country's
commitment to the global elimination of nuclear weapons. On September 19, 2023, the
actions of the Bahamas and Sri Lanka to sign the same treaty demonstrated tangible
efforts in support of stopping the spread of nuclear weapons and strengthening the in-
ternational security system. The Second Meeting of State Parties (MSP) held in New
York on November 27-December 1, 2023, highlighted the desire of states to challenge
the security paradigm based on nuclear deterrence, by producing a Declaration that re-
inforced commitment to the prohibition of nuclear weapons. On January 15, 2024, Séo
Tomé and Principe ratified the treaty, increasing its legitimacy and effectiveness. The
third MSP scheduled to be held in New York on March 3-7, 2025 is expected to
strengthen and continue efforts towards the global elimination of nuclear weapons.

Table 17. Events Related to the Nuclear Weapons Abolition Effort (2022-2025)

Date Events Purpose Conclussion
January  Djibouti signed the - Djibouti's signing of the
9,2023 Agreement. Treaty demonstrates the

country's commitment to the
nuclear weapons ban, which
is a step towards the global
elimination of nuclear weap-
ons.
Septem-  The Bahamas signed - The Bahamas' action in sign-
ber 19, the Agreement. ing the Treaty demonstrates
2023 their desire to contribute to
efforts to stop the spread of
nuclear weapons and pro-
mote world peace.
Septem-  Sri Lanka joined the - Sri Lanka's membership in
ber 19, Agreement. the Treaty signifies the
2023 country's commitment to
global nuclear weapons re-
duction efforts and strength-
ening the international secu-
rity system.
Novem-  The Second Meeting A key focus of the meet- The second MSP resulted in
ber 27- of State Parties ing was challenging the the Declaration, "Our com-
Decem-  (MSP) was held in nuclear deterrence-based mitment to upholding the
ber 1, New York. Mexico security paradigm. In ad- ban on nuclear weapons and
2023 served as President, dition, the State Party avoiding its catastrophic

with 59 States Par-
ties, 16 signatories,
and 19 other ob-
server countries in
attendance. A num-
ber of international
organizations  and
civil society organi-
zations also attended.

brought attention to nu-
clear sharing agreements,
including the stationing
of Russian weapons in
Belarus and US weapons
in Europe. Finally, the
State Party condemned
Russia's withdrawal from

consequences." In addition
to reinforcing the "unwaver-
ing resolve of States Parties"
to address the existential
threat to humanity posed by
nuclear weapons, the decla-
ration also commented on
the increasingly violent nu-
clear threat, the increasing
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the Treaty on the Prohi- number of nuclear sharing

bition of Nuclear Tests agreements, and the lack of

(CTBT) and called on all  progress of Nuclear Weapon

states to ratify the treaty.  States in arms reduction.
The declaration also calls on
all states to "take decisive
steps" towards signing the
CTBT. In addition, States
Parties at the MSP also
adopted a number of deci-
sions that address the practi-
cal implementation of the
action plan produced at the
first MSP. These decisions
included the establishment
of thematic debates and
working groups on legiti-
mate security concerns and
an international victims' as-
sistance fund.

January Sdo Tomé and Prin- - S&o Tomé and Principe's rat-
15,2024 cipe ratified the ification of the Treaty
Treaty. demonstrates their commit-

ment to the nuclear weapons
prohibition objectives out-
lined in the Treaty, and
strengthens the legitimacy
and effectiveness of the

Treaty.
March 3- The third MSP is - The third MSP is expected to
7,2025 scheduled to be held strengthen and continue ef-
in New York. Ka- forts to promote the elimina-
zakhstan will serve tion of nuclear weapons,
as President. raise awareness about nu-

clear threats, and encourage
countries to take concrete
steps towards global nuclear
weapons reduction.

The active participation of states in signing, joining and ratifying the Treaty demon-
strates a strong global commitment to the elimination of nuclear weapons. However,
the existence of several states that have not signed or ratified the Treaty indicates a lack
of universal commitment to this goal. At future meetings such as the third MSP, there
are opportunities to further champion the elimination of nuclear weapons, raise aware-
ness of the nuclear threat, and encourage concrete action by states. Continued geopo-
litical tensions may hinder progress towards nuclear weapons abolition and non-prolif-
eration efforts, as seen in discussions regarding nuclear sharing agreements and with-
drawals from international treaties.

Meetings such as the MSP demonstrate the effectiveness of multilateral en-
gagement in addressing nuclear weapons abolition and non-proliferation issues. The
practical implementation of measures towards the elimination of nuclear weapons may
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face challenges due to differing national interests and priorities. The involvement of
various international organizations and civil society groups in this process provides op-
portunities for collaboration and resource utilization towards achieving the goals of the
Treaty. Rapid technological advances, particularly in the development of nuclear weap-
ons and delivery systems, pose a threat to global security and could derail efforts to

eliminate nuclear weapons if not effectively addressed.

Table 18. Swot Analysis of Events Related to Nuclear Weapons Abolition Efforts (2023-

2025)
Aspects Internal Eksternal
The signing of the Treaty by Djibouti, The support of a number of countries in
the Bahamas, Sri Lanka, and Sdo the form of signing and ratifying the
Strengths Tomé and Principe demonstrates Treaty shows that there is global mo-
their commitment to the elimination mentum for the elimination of nuclear
of nuclear weapons. weapons.
There has been no signing or ratifica- Lack of participation from major nu-
Weaknesses tion from major nuclear weapon clear weapons states could reduce the
states such as the United States and legitimacy and effectiveness of the
Russia. Treaty.
Meetings like the MSP can raise The Fh%rd MSP is sche(.iuled to be held,
.\ . providing an opportunity to strengthen
Opportunities awareness and concrete actions from g ..
. and continue efforts to eliminate nu-
countries.
clear weapons.
. . . Withdrawal from international agree-
Geopolitical tensions between major .
. ments and the disapproval of some ma-
Threats powers may hinder progress towards

the elimination of nuclear weapons.

jor countries may hinder progress to-
wards abolition.

Treaties by countries such as Djibouti, the Bahamas, Sri Lanka, and Sdo Tomé and
Principe demonstrate their commitment to the elimination of nuclear weapons, reflect-
ing internal excellence in the endeavor. On the external side, the support from a number
of countries in the form of signing and ratifying the Treaty shows that there is global
momentum for the elimination of nuclear weapons. Internal weaknesses lie in the ab-
sence of signatures or ratifications from major nuclear weapon states such as the United
States and Russia, The lack of participation from these major states could reduce the
overall legitimacy and effectiveness of the Treaty. There are significant external oppor-
tunities through meetings such as the MSP that can raise awareness and concrete actions
from states in the effort to eliminate nuclear weapons. The third MSP scheduled to be
held could provide an opportunity to strengthen and continue such efforts. There is a
significant threat from geopolitical tensions between major powers that could impede
progress towards the elimination of nuclear weapons. Withdrawal from international
agreements and the disapproval of some major states could also be serious obstacles in
achieving the goal of abolition.

3.1.2  Global Uncertainty of Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW) Ratification and its Impact on Global Security Stability and Al-

liances
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3.1.2.1 Analysis of the Oceania Region

Australia, as part of security alliances such as ANZUS (Australia, New Zealand and the
United States), views the importance of nuclear weapons for deterrent strategies and
global stability?>. In its close defense relationship with the United States and commit-
ment to global security, Australia is concerned that ratifying the Treaty on the Prohibi-
tion of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) could affect its alliance with the US and, therefore,
undermine its defense strategy. Australia argues nuclear weapons play an important
role in maintaining the balance of power, particularly in the Asia-Pacific region, which
often experiences geopolitical tensions?*. Australia's reliance on nuclear weapons as a
deterrence tool to prevent potential threats from major nuclear-armed states is the main
reason why Australia has yet to ratify the TPNW?.

Fiji, as an island nation in the Pacific, also has concerns about the regional security
impact if the TPNW is ratified. With many countries in the region possessing nuclear
weapons or being tied into nuclear weapons-related security alliances, Fiji feels action
could affect broader regional stability and security. Countries in the Pacific often face
a dilemma between domestic interests and the need to maintain good relations with
major nuclear weapons states.

Kiribati focuses more attention on domestic issues and climate change than on the
issue of nuclear weapons non-proliferation®®. Kiribati's national priorities lean more to-
wards environmental and sustainability issues, so they have not made ratification of the
TPNW a top priority?’.

The Marshall Islands, despite being one of the countries most affected by the nuclear
tests, has not ratified the TPNW?2, Political and economic considerations, as well as
strategic relationships with major countries, play an important role in their decisions.

Micronesia, which has a close relationship with the United States through the Free
Partnership Agreement, is also considering the impact of ratifying the TPNW on this
relationship?. Given the security support the US provides through the treaty, Microne-
sia is concerned that ratification of the TPNW could affect their relationship and the
support they receive.

Nauru should consider the political and economic impacts of ratifying the TPNW,
particularly in relation to international aid and relations with major states. Nauru should
assess how ratification of the TPNW could affect its diplomatic position and the eco-
nomic aid it receives from major powers.

New Zealand, although recognized as a pioneer in the anti-nuclear movement, has
political or diplomatic reasons that prevent it from ratifying the TPNW at any given
time*°. As a country that has shown leadership in responding to the nuclear issue, New
Zealand faced complex diplomatic dynamics in taking such a step.

Palau, similar to other countries in the Pacific region, has concerns regarding the
impact of ratifying the TPNW on its international relations and security interests. Palau
should consider how ratification could affect relations with major powers and security
alliances.

Papua New Guinea is thinking about the impact on regional security and relations
with nuclear weapon states or defense alliances. With the various security challenges
faced in the region, Papua New Guinea needs to assess whether ratification of the
TPNW could change the regional security dynamic.
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Samoa focuses more on domestic or regional issues rather than international issues
like TPNW. Their priorities lean more towards issues that directly affect the daily lives
of their citizens.

Solomon Islands also considered the political and economic impact of ratifying the
TPNW, including the impact on relations with major countries and existing alliances.
The balance between domestic interests and international relations was a key factor in
their decision.

Tonga, like several other Pacific countries, is concerned about the impact of ratifying
the TPNW on its international relations and regional security. Tonga needs to assess
how this move could affect its stability and diplomatic relations.

Tuvalu has focused more attention on domestic issues and climate change than on
issues related to nuclear weapons. Their top priority is addressing the more pressing
challenges of climate change for their country.

3.1.2.2 Analysis of the Americas Region

As the world's largest nuclear power, the United States feels the Treaty on the Prohibi-
tion of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) is incompatible with its national security policy and
nuclear strategy. The United States has a very significant nuclear force and relies on
this arsenal as part of their national security strategy®'. They believe the TPNW, which
aims to ban all nuclear weapons, could upset the existing balance of power and threaten
security. The US fears the treaty could affect strategic alliances, such as NATO. NATO,
as a collective defense alliance of great importance to the US, relies on US nuclear
policy to keep members safe32.

Brazil feels the TPNW will not affect countries with larger nuclear arsenals and are
more important in global policy. Brazil, as a country without nuclear weapons and a
proponent of disarmament in general, sees the TPNW as a symbolic instrument that has
less impact on major nuclear powers such as the United States or Russia’. Brazil feels
the TPNW will not affect countries with larger nuclear arsenals and are more important
in global policy.

Argentina, like Brazil, also has considerations related to regional and international
security. Regional security in South America is a major focus for Argentina, and they
feel that TPNW does not directly affect major countries with nuclear arsenals4. These
regional security considerations influenced their decision on the agreement.

Canada, as a NATO member and ally of the United States, feels bound by the poli-
cies and positions of their wider alliance®®. Their attachment to NATO's collective se-
curity policy influenced their decision not to ratify the TPNW. Their position reflects
the larger strategic and collective security interests safeguarded through their alliance.

Countries such as Chile, Colombia, and Peru consider their regional security and
international relations when making decisions regarding the TPNW. Regional security
in Latin America, as well as international relations with major countries, play an im-
portant role in their view of the agreement.

Jamaica and Trinidad and Tobago, which do not have nuclear weapons programs,
chose not to ratify the TPNW for reasons related to alliances or foreign policy*. Deci-
sions are influenced by relations with nuclear weapon states or other political consid-
erations.
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Mexico, which has significant economic and trade relations with nuclear weapon
states, sees the TPNW as an obstacle to those relations. Prioritization of economic and
trade relations led to not joining the TPNW due to its potential impact on their interna-
tional relations.

Guatemala and Haiti have a greater focus on domestic issues and do not see imme-
diate benefits from joining the TPNW. For these countries, internal issues are more
pressing than international disarmament policies.

Cuba, which has a history of foreign policy favoring disarmament, has objected to
some of the provisions of the TPNW or feels the treaty is not strong enough to influence
major nuclear weapons states>’. Objections reflect TPNW's view that it has not been
effective enough in achieving global disarmament goals.

Ecuador, El Salvador, and Suriname feel the TPNW is not effective enough in ad-
dressing the issue of nuclear weapons proliferation and its implementation is difficult
to achieve without the support of states with large nuclear arsenals. This shows they
doubt the effectiveness of the treaty in global proliferation.

Belize, Dominica, and Saint Lucia have different foreign policy priorities or feel that
joining the TPNW is not in their national interest at this time. Their decisions are influ-
enced by local factors or political priorities that are not aligned with TPNW objectives.

3.1.2.3 Analysis of the Continental Europe Region

NATO, or North Atlantic Treaty Organization, is a military alliance made up of a num-
ber of countries that have committed to protect each other in the event of an armed
attack, based on the principles laid out in Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty>®. Coun-
tries that are members of the alliance include Albania, Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Bul-
garia, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany,
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxem-
bourg, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, North Macedonia, Norway, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and Turkey.

NATO countries generally have defense policies that include a nuclear component,
with some countries such as the United States, United Kingdom, and France possessing
nuclear weapons and having them as part of their collective security strategy®®. The
ratification of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) by NATO
members is particularly complex because it conflicts with the principles underlying
their nuclear policy. The TPNW is an international treaty that aims to prohibit nuclear
weapons in their entirety and promote their elimination*’. However, for NATO coun-
tries, this could cause tension as they see nuclear weapons as an integral part of defense
policy*!.

For many NATO member states, their nuclear policy is part of the collective security
guarantee they have within the framework of the alliance®’. They are concerned that
ratification of the TPNW could affect security, given their reliance on nuclear safe-
guards as a component of military strategy. Countries such as France, the United King-
dom, and the United States, which possess nuclear weapons, tend to have close strategic
relationships with other countries that also possess nuclear weapons™.

Some European countries such as Austria, Liechtenstein, Monaco, and San Marino
support the principles of the TPNW but have not yet ratified it. This is due to their
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desire to see nuclear policy change at the international level first or because they feel
the TPNW has not been fully integrated in the global nuclear arms control framework.

Countries such as the Czech Republic, Hungary and Slovakia have considerations
regarding the use of nuclear technology for energy. Ratification of the TPNW is con-
sidered to limit the development of nuclear technology for non-military purposes, such
as nuclear power generation, which is important for energy needs.

In countries such as the Netherlands, Germany and Sweden, internal issues or polit-
ical priorities may influence decisions. They focus more on domestic or regional issues
that are deemed more pressing than nuclear non-proliferation concerns.

Turkey and Sweden consider their economic impact on international relations and
their preferences in global politics, which are not currently aligned with TPNW ratifi-
cation.

Countries such as Bosnia and Herzegovina and Serbia experience complex and time-
consuming ratification processes, especially in the context of unstable political or eco-
nomic situations in these countries.

3.1.2.4 Analysis in the Asian Region

The interests and attitudes of states toward the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW) can be comprehensively analyzed through a complex interplay of
strategic, political, and economic factors that shape their policy decisions. Each state is
guided by a distinct set of motivations and confronts unique challenges within the nu-
clear domain, all of which significantly influence their stance and engagement with the
treaty*.

China, India, Israel, Pakistan, and North Korea, as nations possessing nuclear weap-
ons programs or expressing a keen interest in their development, frequently perceive
the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) as a direct threat to their
strategic security interests*. For these nations, nuclear weapons constitute a pivotal
component of their national security strategy, serving as both a formidable deterrent
and a source of substantial political influence. They express apprehension that the
Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) could undermine or dismantle
their capacity to sustain nuclear arsenals, which they deem essential for preserving the
equilibrium of power and effectively deterring potential security threats from other
states.

Russia, as one of the countries with the largest nuclear weapons arsenal, has also
shown disapproval of the TPNW#. Russia sees this agreement as inconsistent with its
geopolitical interests and defense policy. In Russia's view, the TPNW is unrealistic and
contradicts its defense policy, which includes modernizing and maintaining its nuclear
forces as part of its national security strategy and geopolitical influence.

The United States and its allies, such as Japan, South Korea and Singapore, tend to
be more attached to treaties such as the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and
various other security commitments. For these countries, the TPNW is not seen as re-
placing or complementing existing commitments, and they feel that membership in
other treaties provides a better framework for arms control and non-proliferation.
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Iran and Syria, feel that the TPNW does not have adequate verification mechanisms
or cannot be applied fairly. They consider the TPNW fails to effectively ensure com-
pliance and does not provide adequate assurance of their interests amid regional and
international tensions.

Countries such as Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Brunei, Cambodia, Laos, Mongolia,
Nepal, Timor-Leste, Turkmenistan, and Yemen face domestic political and social chal-
lenges that make them less focused on nuclear non-proliferation issues. Attention is
focused more on pressing internal issues, rather than global nuclear non-proliferation
policies.

Several countries in the Gulf region such as Bahrain, Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, and the
United Arab Emirates consider that ratifying the TPNW could affect their strategic re-
lationships with major countries that have nuclear weapons or important defense alli-
ances. They fear that signing the TPNW could upset the strategic balance they have
with major powers and potentially harm their relationships with key allies.

Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Malaysia, Mal-
dives, Myanmar, Philippines, Qatar, Tajikistan, Thailand, Turkey, and Uzbekistan have
economic or military considerations that make them reluctant to ratify the TPNW.
Some of these states see nuclear weapons as a tool to improve their bargaining position
in the international arena or as part of their larger security strategy.

Countries such as Cyprus, Mongolia and North Korea may consider regional inter-
ests or domestic stability in their decisions regarding TPNWs. Local interests or the
political situation at home may influence whether they see benefits or risks in ratifying
the treaty.

3.1.2.5 Analysis of the African Continent Region

Algeria, once a nation with an active nuclear program, has emerged as a key player
in North Africa, now voicing significant concerns regarding the long-term implications
of such an agreement on both its regional influence and national security’. Algeria's
hesitation to ratify the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) stemmed
primarily from apprehensions about its potential implications for the country's strategic
positioning and the long-term stability of its security environment. Egypt, similarly,
expressed reluctance to endorse the treaty, driven by concerns over both national and
regional security, fearing that its ratification could undermine its geopolitical standing
within the Middle East and North Africa. Meanwhile, Morocco, guided by a prioritiza-
tion of regional security dynamics and domestic political considerations, exhibited a
comparable reluctance toward embracing the TPNW, reflecting a cautious approach to
treaties perceived as having significant implications for its strategic interests.

In the southern region of the African continent, numerous nations grapple with do-
mestic challenges that predominantly shape their political agendas, thereby relegating
global nuclear arms control concerns to the periphery. Angola, for instance, places a
higher priority on internal development and urgent national security matters, overshad-
owing broader international efforts toward a nuclear arms control treaty. Similarly, Bot-
swana, recognized for its relative stability, does not perceive the nuclear threat as an
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immediate concern. Likewise, countries like Namibia and Malawi concentrate their ef-
forts on advancing domestic development and addressing more pressing local issues,
with little emphasis on global nuclear disarmament initiatives.

Several West African nations, including Burkina Faso, grappling with political in-
stability and internal conflict, along with Guinea and Guinea-Bissau, which have long
endured prolonged political turmoil, have largely overlooked the ratification of the
Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW), prioritizing their internal chal-
lenges over international commitments. Similarly, Benin and Togo, despite possessing
the necessary capabilities and resources to engage in global treaties, have not elevated
the ratification of the TPNW to a strategic priority in their foreign policy agenda.

A comparable scenario prevails in several Central African nations, including the
Central African Republic and Chad, where enduring instability and internal conflicts
have significantly impeded the progress of ratifying the Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). In East Africa, countries like Ethiopia are predominantly
focused on addressing regional and domestic challenges, while Eritrea's preoccupation
with internal turmoil and conflict takes precedence, thereby diminishing its attention to
international treaties such as the TPNW.

In the East African region, both Sudan and South Sudan have grappled with persis-
tent political instability and protracted internal conflicts, which have diverted their fo-
cus towards pressing domestic challenges, thereby impeding the ratification of the
Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). Similarly, Somalia's ongoing
instability and internal strife have rendered international treaties, including the TPNW,
less pertinent to its government, as it prioritizes its immediate security and political
concerns.

Small states like Comoros, Cape Verde, and Sdo Tomé and Principe lack the capacity
and direct engagement with global nuclear governance. Their limited resources, cou-
pled with a stronger emphasis on addressing domestic challenges and fostering socio-
economic development, have led them to deprioritize the ratification of the Treaty on
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). As a result, these nations have not
viewed nuclear disarmament as an immediate foreign policy concern.

In nations characterized by a more robust political stability, such as Seychelles and
Mauritius, despite possessing the capability to engage in international treaties, the rati-
fication of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) has not been
prioritized within their foreign policy agendas.

3.2 Discussion

The findings of this study underscore the critical need to amplify international diplo-
matic efforts to garner broader support for the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW), particularly in the face of steadfast opposition from nuclear-armed
states. By prioritizing constructive dialogue and strategic negotiation frameworks, this
research elucidates the pivotal role of fostering mutual trust and collaborative engage-
ment among participating nations. Such a diplomatic approach aims not only to recon-
cile divergent viewpoints but also to cultivate a shared platform for advancing the trea-
ty's objectives. This contribution is particularly significant in the field of disarmament
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diplomacy, addressing a notable gap in existing scholarship by providing a nuanced
exploration of the diplomatic mechanisms necessary to surmount resistance from dom-
inant global powers.

Prior research has predominantly concentrated on the moral, humanitarian, and legal
dimensions of nuclear disarmament, often overlooking the development of pragmatic
strategies to enhance state engagement with the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW). While the normative influence of the TPNW has been acknowl-
edged, limited attention has been devoted to examining the role of diplomatic efforts in
translating this normative framework into tangible political initiatives and actionable
commitments**#°, By bridging this critical gap, this study offers a sophisticated per-
spective that interweaves diplomatic strategies with treaty compliance, underscoring
the imperative for nuanced and strategic negotiations to bolster the effectiveness and
long-term success of the TPNW.

Beyond traditional diplomacy, this study highlights the critical importance of public
awareness campaigns in addressing the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weap-
ons. By emphasizing the transformative potential of informed public engagement, it
demonstrates how raising awareness can galvanize broader societal support and compel
national governments to endorse the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW). Consequently, this research contributes to the existing literature by offering
a pragmatic framework for amplifying the treaty's impact through civil society mobili-
zation and public advocacy—an often-discussed but underutilized strategy in policy
implementation.

The emphasis on regional cooperation offers a nuanced contribution to the discourse
on nuclear disarmament, shifting the focus from predominantly global approaches to
the transformative potential of regional initiatives. By underscoring mechanisms such
as the establishment of nuclear weapon-free zones, this study reveals their critical role
in fostering global security. The findings suggest that enhancing regional stability
serves not merely as a localized effort but as a foundational pillar for advancing global
nuclear disarmament, thereby addressing a significant conceptual void in existing
scholarship.

Despite its valuable contributions, the study faces certain limitations. A notable con-
straint lies in the inherent complexity of quantifying the direct impact of public aware-
ness campaigns on state policies concerning nuclear disarmament. While this research
underscores the importance of enhancing public engagement, the intricate interplay be-
tween public opinion and governmental decision-making often involves multifaceted
dynamics, which may not translate into immediate policy shifts. To address this, future
studies could adopt longitudinal designs or in-depth case analyses, providing a more
nuanced understanding of the temporal and contextual effects of public campaigns on
policy evolution.

The research is constrained in its exploration of the enforceability of the Treaty on
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW), particularly in light of persistent re-
sistance from nuclear-armed states. While it emphasizes the necessity for robust legal
frameworks and enhanced international monitoring mechanisms, it falls short of thor-
oughly examining how these measures could be operationalized in the absence of en-
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gagement from major nuclear powers. Future investigations could delve into the devel-
opment of enforcement strategies that maintain efficacy despite limited participation,
thereby fortifying the structural integrity and practical viability of the TPNW.

4. Conclussion

In conclusion, the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) signifies a
transformative achievement in the pursuit of global nuclear disarmament. Initiated by
a historic resolution of the UN General Assembly in 2012, the treaty represents the
culmination of years of sustained international collaboration, formalized by its adoption
in 2017 and entry into force in 2021. Milestone events, including the pivotal role of the
International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) and the recognition of
their efforts through the Nobel Peace Prize, have profoundly heightened awareness of
the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons, mobilizing wide-
spread global support. Nevertheless, the treaty's progress faces substantial obstacles,
particularly from nuclear-armed states and nations with vested strategic interests in nu-
clear deterrence. Persistent geopolitical rivalries and systemic political instability con-
tinue to jeopardize the treaty’s broader implementation. Addressing these challenges
will require intensified diplomatic efforts, enhanced public advocacy, and strengthened
regional alliances to sustain momentum toward the vision of a world free from nuclear
weapons.

Nevertheless, this study recognizes several inherent limitations. A key challenge lies
in quantifying the direct influence of diplomatic initiatives and public awareness cam-
paigns on tangible shifts in national policy. While the research underscores the critical
role of these strategies, the intricacies of geopolitical dynamics and the absence of wide-
spread engagement with the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW)
pose substantial barriers to its broader adoption. Furthermore, the study does not com-
prehensively address the enforcement mechanisms necessary to ensure treaty compli-
ance, particularly with regard to nuclear-armed states that have not yet signed the
agreement.

Future research should delve deeper into these limitations, with a particular focus on
the development of innovative enforcement mechanisms that maintain efficacy even
when universal adherence to the TPNW is not fully realized. Subsequent studies should
examine the long-term impacts of public awareness campaigns on influencing govern-
mental policies toward nuclear disarmament. Analyzing case studies from countries
that have successfully ratified the treaty could provide valuable insights into overcom-
ing political resistance and fostering international consensus. Future inquiries could ex-
plore how regional security dynamics and geopolitical alliances shape the broader ob-
jectives of nuclear disarmament, thereby offering a more nuanced understanding of the
complexities and potential pathways for effectively implementing the TPNW.
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