pp. 54-56 exempt in full under s
22(1)(a)(ii), s 33(a)(iii), s 33(b)
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F-45, S-33 FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND TRADE

Nuclear - Nuclear Weapons: Humanitarian
Consequences of Nuclear Weapons

Possible Question

Given the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons, why does the
Government not support a near-term nuclear weapons ban? Will the
Government support the Austrian Pledge?

Talking Points

* Effective disarmament can only be achieved by engaging all the
nuclear armed States

]

simply banning nuclear weapons would not lead to their
elimination

a building block or step-by-step approach adopting practical,
realistic measures 15 the most effective way to achieve
disarmament

the Action Plan from the 2010 NPT Review Conference provides a
roadmap to this goal

other key measures include negotiating a Fissile Material Cut-off
Treaty; entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty; and development of real and effective disarmament
verification processes

there are no short cuts.

® There is much in the Austrian Pledge we can agrec with

but it ignores the need to address the security as well as the
humanitarian dimensions of nuclear weapons

and it ignores the reality that only through sustained, practical
measures to enable nuclear armed States to disarm, can we
eliminate nuclear weapons

it is thus not representative of a broad range of views of NPT
member States

for these reasons we cannot associate with the Austrian Pledge.
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Background

A number of countries and high-profile Australian NGOs are seeking to focus
attention on the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons in order to promote a
near-term nuclear weapons ban. Australia participated in the third conference on the
humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons in Vienna on 8-9 December 2014, at which
we stated our view that simply banning nuclear weapons would not lead to their
elimination, and that a step-by-step approach adopting practical, realistic measures is
the most effective way to achieve disarmament. At the Vienna Conference, we were
pleased to see a more balanced range of views reflected in the Chair’s Statement than
at the previous such event (February 2014, Mexico) and also participation by the US
and UK for the first time. However, at the end of the conference, the Austrian Deputy
FM read the 'Austrian Pledge', a document prepared without consultation and
delivered as a national statement by Austria. The Pledge cxpresses some sentiments
we could agree with, but it states that nuclear weapons should never be used again,
'under any circumstances’. This ignores the need to address the security dimensions
of nuclear weapons and rules out the deterrence role of nuclear weapons which
underpins our security doctrine.

While sharing the goal of nuclear disarmament, and recognising the consequences for
humanity of nuclear war, Australia does not agree with proponents of a ban treaty on
the most effective means for achieving universal disarmament. Eliminating nuclear
weapons is unrealistic without engaging the nuclear-weapon states, recognising their
security concerns and taking a practical step-by-step approach towards effective
disarmament (e.g. through an CTBT and FMCT). While this will be very challenging,
there are no short-cuts. In an op-ed (‘We must engage, not enrage nuclear countries™)
on the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons on 14 February 2014, Ms
Bishop made the case that disarmament cannot be imposed simply by ‘banning the
bomb’, and that the existential challenge of nuclear weapons needed sustained,
practical steps and engagement by nuclear-weapon states. In a joint ministerial
statement issued at the April 2014 meeting in Hiroshima of the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative, Ms Bishop and fellow NPDI ministers made clear that the
catastrophic humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons fundamentally underpinned all
our work on non-proliferation and disarmament.

Prepared By:

s 22(1)Ka)(ii) Richard Mathews
Executive Officer A/g Assistant Secretary
ISD/ACB/NPS ISD/ACB/

Phone:s 22(1)(a)(ii) Phone: s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Edit Date: 18 March 2015 04:25:42 PM
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. 15-345 |

3 T.—’\u.\'rralmn Covernment o i Covemiuteni 1 i ; i 5 i
5 Department of Forern Affarrs and Trade Mlnlsterlﬂl SubmlSSlon 18/03/2015 |

FOR: MS J BISHOP MR ROBB i
(ACTION) (INFO) :
From:  Peter Tesch, FAS ISD, s 22(1)(a)(ii) Contact: s 22(1)(a)(i) Director NPS.S 22(1)(a)(ii)

Subject: THE 2015 NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY REVIEW CONFERENCE (NPT REVCON)

Urgeney: By 10 April to enable placement of op-ed.

Key Issues:
- The 2015 NPT Review Conference will be difficult, given bleak prospects for progress in multilateral
~arms control in the next few years. s 33(a)(iii) the growing momentum for a
nuclear weapons ban treaty, the spectre of a nuclear Iran and Middle East issues mean there may not
be a consensus outcome. But the NPT provides real security benefits. Our objective is to protect the
treaty from damage and buttress it as the cornerstone of global non-prolifcration and disarmament. A
well-timed op-ed by you (Ms Bishop) will set out our policy position.

Decision:

Recommendation:

That you:

(a) agree o our broad objectives for the 2015 NPT Review Conference Agreed/Not Agreed
(Attachment A); '

(b) agree to the attached draft op-ed which we aim to place before the - Agreed/Not Agreed

Review Conference (Attachment B); attachment B omitted as request
excludes draft documents

(¢) note we will make a statement on the humanitarian consequences of Noted
nuclear weapons at the Review Conference which also emphasises |
security realities.

Please Discuss
Domestic/Media Considerations: Yes, (sce Atachment - draft Op-ed on centrality of NPT) -

Action:

Julie Bishop
{7

~ Information: Noted

Andrew Robb
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Background:
This submission comes to you at a time when prospects are bleak for meaningful progress in

multilateral arms control.
s 33(a)(ii)

2 It is unclear whether the RevCon will produce a consensus outcome and whether, and how
seriously, this might damage the NPT. Our overarching aims are: (i) to preserve the NPT and the |
norms it enshrines as the corerstone of multilateral disarmament and non-proliferation; and (ii) to
counter simplistic arguments that the 'grand bargain' it represents (non-proliferation in exchange for
disarmament and promotion of peaccful uses of nuclear energy) has been broken and eftort therefore
should shift to alternatives like a treaty banning nuclear weapons. We seek your endorsement of our
broad RevCon objectives (Attachment A, which also includes for your reference our specific
objectives under each NPT pillar). We also seek your endorsement of an op-cd for placement prior to
the RevCon which will help register our policy position on the centrality of the NPT (Attachment B).

i Austria will lead the push for a ban treaty at the RevCon with a statement on the
humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons, similar to New 7Zealand’s statement at last year’s
UNGA, which 155 states supported. While acknowledging the disastrous consequences of a nuclear
conflict, our own statement will stress the need to weigh current security realities and the
impracticality of not involving the nuclcar weapon states in a step-by-step approach to disarmament.

4, Tensions extraneous to the NPT will affect the RevCon.
s 33(a) (i)

8 Some fear that Middle East Issues could derail the RevCon.
s 33(a)(iii)

Attachment 6 3 3%(@0) But |
the NPDI has submitted a detailed working paper to the RevCon which balances the three pillars of

C omitted

as request the NPT (Attachment C). Australia will chair NPT Main Committee 111 on peaceful uses,
excludes  enabling us to highlight the strong contributions we have made to this part of the NPT *grand
publicly bargain’. Thus we will forcefully underline that the NPT delivers practical security and other
available  benefits and remains fundamental to global peace, sccurity and prosperity.

material

Peter Tesch
First Assistant Secretary
International Security Division,

Consultation: ASNO, Posts File No: 14/42042
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Australia’s Objectives for the 2015 NPT Review Conference

Broad Objectives

To buttress the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) as the
cornerstone of the global nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament regime.

To promote strong political support for and financial commitments to the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).

To strengthen implementation of member States’ commitments under the Non-

Proliferation Treaty and the 2010 NPT Review Conference (RevCon) Action Plan
across all three pillars of the NPT (disarmament, non-proliferation and the peaceful

uses of nuclear cnergy).

To work for a balanced outcomes document at the 2015 NPT RevCon that strengthens
nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation, bearing in mind our ultimate objective of a
world without nuclear weapons.

To support new initiatives which progress nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation
and reduce nuclear risks, thus contributing to enhanced global security.

Specific Objectives (by Pillar)

Pillar I: Disarmament

To build support for practical, realistic measures for nuclear disarmament, (through the

step-by-step or building block approach)

- and to discourage simplistic approaches to disarmament which ignore the security
dimensions of nuclear weapons (such as calls to negotiate a nuclear weapons ban
treaty before implementing the practical steps necessary to enable disarmament).

To recognise the positive steps that have been achieved under New START and to urge
the United States and the Russian Federation to continue to negotiate further reductions
in arsenals.

To encourage the nuclear weapon states to continue their P35 dialogues and to urge the

P35 to:

- make increasingly transparent base-line declarations on nuclear warheads and
arsenal sizes, including using the proposed P35 glossary as a key tool for
increasingly transparent declarations on arsenal sizes

- collectively and individually move towards more open security doctrines, such as
declarations on sole-purpose use of nuclear weapons, negative security assurances
and support for nuclear weapon free zones

—  engage in high level, frank and constructive dialogue with a view to reducing
global tensions, so as to create conditions conducive for further negotiations of
arsenal reductions — including at an appropriate stage, multilateral negotiations.

To encourage all nuclear-armed States to cease the development and production of non-
strategic nuclear weapons, and eliminate reliance on the use of such weapons in their
security doctrines.
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To urge Annex 2 States to the Comprehensive Test-Ban Treaty which have yet to sign

and/or ratify the treaty to do so as soon as possible, and to commit to continue the

moratorium on nuclear testing.

To urge all states participating in the Conference on Disarmament to agree as soon as

possible on a substantive and effective Program of Work, and

—  to agree to commence negotiations for a Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty (FMCT)
including through supporting the work of the Group of Government Experts

— 1o call on all states (including non-NPT states) to agree in the interim, to a
moratorium on the further production of fissile (nuclear weapons grade) material.

To encourage all NPT states to participate in new and practical initiatives to progress
disarmament, including the International Partnership for Nuclear Disarmament
Verification.

Pillar I1: Non-Proliferation

To urge all States yet to do so to conclude a Comprehensive Safeguards Agreement and

Additional Protocol with the IAEA without delay and to reassert this as world best

practice in nuclear safeguards implementation.

To strongly support the efforts of the IAEA to strengthen the efficient and effective

implementation of safeguards (including the State Level Concept).

To urge all States to establish, maintain and implement effective export controls over

nuclear and nuclear-related dual-use items and technology

—  and to encourage all Statcs to harmonisc their export controls with those of the
Nuclear Suppliers Group and Zangger Committee guidelines.

To support the establishment and implementation of Nuclear Weapon Free Zones

- and encourage all interested States parties to constructively assist the process to
convene a Middle East Weapons of Mass Destruction Free Zone conference.

To urge Iran’s full cooperation with the IAEA to resolve outstanding questions over the

possible military dimensions of its nuclear program.

To signal strong support for the P5 + 1 negotiations with Iran for a comprehensive

settlement which would guarantee to the international community the exclusively

peaceful nature of Iran’s nuclear program

To strengthen global resolve to counter the DPRK’s weapons of mass destruction

proliferation activities. and to contribute to global efforts to pressure the DPRK to

abandon its nuclear weapons program and place its nuclear facilities and material under

IAEA safeguards.

To support new initiatives to strengthen the global non-proliferation regime and ensure

that no more States or non-State actors ever acquire nuclear weapons.

Pillar 111: Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy

To support the IAEA in carrying out its Technical Cooperation Program, and to provide
in-kind and financial support to the Peaceful Uses Initiative
—  with a special focus on projects in our region.
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To promote the positive outcomes of the IAEA’s work in spreading the benefits of the

peaceful uses of nuclear energy to all States
- and support Ambassador Vienna UN as Chair of Main Committee III at the 2015

NPT RevCon.
To support the global trade in uranium for fuelling nuclear power plants under world-
best practice safeguards agreements and in accordance with IAEA safeguards.
To encourage States to minimise stocks of Highly Enriched Uranium and use non-HEU
technology where possible, including converting research reactors to Low Enriched
Uranium.
To promote best practice in nuclear safcty and urge all States to apply IAEA Safety
Standards, use IAEA peer review scrvices and actively implement all obligations under
the nuclear safety conventions.

To support the activities of the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism, the
Nuclear Security Summit process, and the IAEA’s Nuclear Security Fund.

Other

To support and strengthen the NPDI as a cross-regional and broadly representative
group of NPT States, especially in its advocacy role on NPT issues talking to all NPT
members, the RevCon Presidency, and all NPT groupings (P35, NAM, NAC etc).

To promote and strengthen NPT member States’ awareness and acceptance of the
NPDI’s recommended steps (eg in Working Papers) for implementing the 2010 NPT
RevCon Action Plan and other NPT actions.

To support strengthened principles governing the right of withdrawal under Article X
of the NPT (in particular the NPDI’s five recommended principles).

To promote the views of the Vienna Group of 10 on NPT-related issues (including
nuclear safcty, security. safcguards and NPT withdrawal provisions).
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GU31926H

Title: Geneva : State of Play for the NPT Review Conference
MRN: GU31926H 19/03/2015 08:00:27 PM CET
To: Canberra
Ce: RR : Beijing. L.ondon, Moscow, NPDI, Paris EMB, UN New York, Vienna
UN, Washington, Wellington
From: Geneva UN
From File: gel3/390
EDRMS Files:
References: GU31768H
The cable has the following attachment/s - Attachment omitted as request
state of play.pdf excludes publicly available material
Response: Routine, Information Only
R
Summary
s 22(1)(a)(ii)

s 22(1)(a)(i)
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s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Public discussion: “Monitoring Commitments in Nuclear Disarmament and Non-
Proliferation”

7. 'T'wo other monitoring reports were presented at the GCSP event on 11 March

2015. The Reaching Critical Will (RCW) report similarly reviewed and assessed the
2010 Action Plan. Mia Gandenberger, RCW convenor, noted that states needed to
change their thinking. Rather than looking to roll over the Action Plan, states should
focus on where progress had been clearly lacking, particularly in nuclear disarmament.
Gandenberger also emphasised the growing momentum of the humanitarian
consequences initiative, and the importance of the Austrian Pledge calling for the pursuit
of legal measures for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.

s 22(1)(a)(i)

GU31926H
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GU31926H

s 22(1)(a)(ii)
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GU31927H

Article VI issues update : NPT Review Conference

GU31927H 19/03/2015 08:09:13 PM CET

Canberra

RR : Brussels, EU Posts, Geneva UN, London, NPDI, Tokyo, Vienna UN,
Washington, Wellington

Geneva UN

GE13/390

References: UN45964H, GU31912H, GU31882H, GU30421H
The cable has the following attachment/s - Attachment omitted as request
s 22(1)(a)(i) excludes publicly availably material
Response: Routine, Information Only
[ |
Summary

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Paae 1 of 2

67



DFAT - DECLASSIFIED
FILE: 15/2850
COPY ISSUED UNDER FOI Act 1982

GU31927H
s 22(1)(a)(ii)

4. Separately, Austria {not a member of NAC) bricfed lunch attendees on its working paper
which was aimed at bringing the conclusions to the NPT RevCon of the three conferences on
the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons to the NPT RevCon. The Austrian delegation

s 33(a)(ii)  advised that they now had 60 states signed up to the Austrian pledge (see third
reftel) which focused on the need to fill the legal gap.  also confirmed that the Austrians
would be seeking support from all NPT states for the updated humanitarian consequences
statement (see second reftel). g 33&&1)““)

text ends

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Page 2 of 2
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15-385 |

'_'l._..%u.\'l!ullul_j Guvernment _ .. y P i
w2 Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade MlﬂlSte rlal Subm]ss[on 25/03/2015 |l

FOR:  MSJ BISHOP MR ROBB :
(ACTION) (INFO) i
From: Richard Mathews, A/g AS , ACB,S 22(1)(a)(ii) Contact: s 22(1)(a)(ii) Executive Officer, 5 22(1)(a)(ii)

Subject: CREDENTIALS FOR THE 2015 NPT REVIEW CONFERENCE

Urgency: By 1 April to allow credentials to b'e sent to post for official registration
The 2015 NPT Review Conference (RevCon) will be held at the UN Headquarters, 27 April — 22
May. We recommend Gillian Bird, HOM New York UN. be accredited as head of the Australian
delegation, with HOM Geneva UN and DHOM New York UN accredited as alternate representatives.
This is a smaller delegation than at previous RevCons and includes only five Canberra-based officers
" attending at different times during the conference. We recommend you sign the attached letter of

- credentials for the delegation.

- Recommendation: ~ Decision:
i That you:
(a) agree that Gillian Bird be accredited as Australia's head of delegation |  Agreed/Not Agreed
to the ninth Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT; and
' (b) sign and date - in words - the credentials at Attachment A. Signed/Not Sioned

Please Discuss
Dumeslmm‘ledla Considerations: No -

Action:

Julie Bishop
I/

. inﬁ.a.r:m-at.i.nn: . Noted

Andrew Robb
[/

Richard Mathews

Acting Assistant Secretary
Arms Control and Counter Proliferation Branch, :
ACB
Consultation: New York UN, Geneva File No: 14/42042 g
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WHEREAS it is desired that Australia be represented at the Ninth Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons from 27 April - 22 May

2015:

NOW THEREFORE THESE PRESENTS CERTIFY that the persons whose names appear
hereunder have been duly named, constituted and appointed by the Government of Australia

to represent Australia at the said Conference in the capacities respectively indicated:

Representative

GILLIAN BIRD

Alternate Representatives

JOHN QUINN
DAVID STUART
CAITLIN WILSON

Advisers
RICHARD MATHEWS EMILY STREET
IAN MCCONVILLE MARK ALEXANDER
DARREN HANSEN JOHN KALISH
JI-SO0 WOO MICHAEL EAST
HYUNG MIN KIM STEVEN MCINTOSH

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, 1, JULIE BISHOP, Minister for Foreign Affairs, have hereunto set

my hand and affixed my seal.

ponEat (Leandytam tis 20 P N ok

Two thousand and fifteen.

tinister for Foreign Affairs
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BK9228H
Title: Nuclear: humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons: Asia-Pacific
regional roundtable
MRN: BK9228H 10/04/2015 02:47:55 PM ZE7
To: Canberra
Ce: RR : ASEAN Posts, Beljing, Geneva UN, London, Mexico City, Middle

East Posts, Moscow, NPDI, Paris EMB, Stockholm, UN New York,
Vienna UN, Washington, Wellington
From: Bangkok
From File:
EDRMS Files:
References: The cable has the following attachment/s -
ILPI Draft Participants list.pdf
ILPI Draft Programme (as of 24 March 2015).pdf

Response: Routine, Information Only

request excludes drafts

Summary

Thailand co-hosted a regional roundtable for states and CSOs on the humanitarian impact of
nuclear weapons and the prospects for a ban treaty, CSOs urged states to start work towards a
ban agreement.

s 33(a) (i)

It was useful for the ASEANS to hear Australia's
position - that effective disarmament required the engagement of all nuclear-armed states and
that simply banning weapons would not lead to their elimination - and to get a sense that
there is no easy path towards disarmament.

As per emailss 22(1)(a)(ii) Political-Economic Counsellor Bangkok attended a regional
roundtable on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons and the prospects for a ban treaty
from 26 to 27 March in Bangkok. The meeting was co-hosted under Chatham House rules by
the Thai MFA and the International Law and Policy Institute. Thanks ISD's very helpful
briefing material, from which we drew heavily in interventions.

2. Thirteen countries attended, including five ASEANS (four with capital-based officials);
the UN New York representatives for Tonga, Samoa and Marshall Islands; the hosts of the
three humanitarian impact conferences, Austria, Mexico and Norway; and NZ. Key civil
society groups advocating for a ban treaty also attended, including ICAN and Article 36, as
did the International Committee of the Red Cross and UN Institute for Disarmament
Research (UNIDIR). The agenda and list of participants are attached. An introductory paper
has been emailed to (due to size).

s 22(1)(@)i) |
3. Thailand said it had followed the developing international discourse on the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons with great interest. [t had called the meeting to consider how the
humanitarian initiative might be taken forward and to consider possibilities for practically
addressing the so-called "legal gap", particularly in the context of the upcoming Ninth
Review Conference of the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty. A paper presented by Thailand's
current representative to Talwan, former Ambassador to Australia and legal expert,

Paage 1 of 3

Attachments omitted as

71



DFAT — DECLASSIFIED
FILE: 15/2850
COPY ISSUED UNDER FOI Act 1982

BK9228H

Kriangsak Kittichaisaree, on the legal gap was also presented to the meeting (emailed to

s 22(1)(a)(ii)  dueto size). Austria urged states to sign up to the pledge it had issued after

December's humanitarian impact conference in Vienna.

4. CSOs dominated discussions and outlined their perspectives in familiar terms. The
humanitarian initiative had created cross-regional support and empowered non-nuclear
weapon states and civil society to take action away from the moribund NPT and Conference
on Disarmament. The logical next step would be to develop a ban treaty. This would
concentrate action and help facilitate compliance with their obligations by nuclear-armed
states. CSOs urged countries to adopt the Austrian pledge (over 60 had joined up) and to
begin work on a ban treaty.

5. At appropriate junctures, we outlined Australia's position. We highlighted our strong
support for the elimination of nuclear weapons, our strong record in disarmament efforts and
our shared concern at the humanitarian consequences of nuclear war. We said effective
disarmament required the constructive engagement of all nuclear-armed states; simply
banning weapons would not take into account their security concerns and would not lead to
the elimination of nuclear weapons. A step-by-step approach, adopting practical and realistic
measures, was necessary for achieving effective disarmament. This would be challenging but
was consistent with the steps outlined in the 2010 NPT Review Conference Action Plan. We
highlighted the work of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative and its 2015
RevCon joint working paper. We were working towards a successful conference outcome
that further strengthened the NPT framework. We also highlighted that policies of deterrence
and disarmament were not mutually exclusive.

s 33(a)(ii)

s 33(a)(iii)
s 33(b)

s 33(a)(ii)
s 33(b)

Page 2 of 3
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s 33(a) i)
s 33(b)

Comment

BK9228H

9. Although we represented the lone voice in the room on many 1ssues, 1t was useful for
especially those from ASEAN capitals to hear a different perspective and to get a sense that

there is no easy path or short cuts towards the elimination of nuclcar weapons.

text ends

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Paade 3 0f 3
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From File:
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DFAT — DECLASSIFIED
FILE: 15/2850
COPY ISSUED UNDER FOI Act 1982 UNG65777L

UN: Disarmament Commission Update

UN665777L  10/04/2015 07:27:21 PM EDT

Canberra

RR : Cairo, Geneva UN, Jakarta, Mexico City, Moscow, Seoul, Tel Aviv,
Tokyo, Vienna UN, Washington

UN New York

UN14/652

References:  UN665552L, GU31800H, CE125384H, WH68249H, GU31990H,
CE126665H
The cable has the following attachment/s - :
UNDC Agenda 2015.pdf Attachments 9m|tt6d as request
UNDC - Russia - National Statement.pdf excluc_iels publicly available
UNDC - Japan - National Statement.pdf M
Response: Routine, Information Only
[ |
Summary
s 22(1)(a)(ii)
s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Paae 1 of 3
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s 22(1)(a)(ii)
3. s 22(1)(a)(ii)

CELAC expressed supp;)rt for the Austrian Pledge and was of the view that the
humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons necded to be part of every discussion on nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament.

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

6.5 22(1)(a)(ii)

Mexico said that dedicated conferences on the humanitarian consequences
of nuclear weapons had made a significant contribution to the debate and invited all states to
support the Austrian pledge already endorsed by CELAC. s 22(1)(a)(ii)

s 22(1)(a)(i)

Paage 2 of 3
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UNG665777L

s 22(1)(a)(i)

Pacoa 2 of 2
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GU32001H

Title: 2015 NPT RevCon: Humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons:
s 22(1)(a)(ii)

MRN: GU32001H 14/04/2015 05:29:38 PM CEDT

To: Canberra

Ce: RR : Ankara, Berlin, Copenhagen, NPDI, Seoul, Stockholm, UN New
York, Vienna UN, Washington

From: Geneva UN

From File:

EDRMS Files:

References: GU31912H, CE127507H, ST1226091
The cable has the following attachment/s -
slovakia version.docx Attachment omitted as request

Response: Routinc, Requires Action excludes publicly available material

(e
s 22(1)(a)(ii)

Pacoa 1 ofd
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s 22(1)(a)(i)

Austrian pledge

9. Current support for the Austrian pledge remains around 60 states.

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

GU32001H

Page 2 of 4

78




DFAT — DECLASSIFIED
FILE: 15/2850
COPY ISSUED UNDER FOI Act 1982

text ends

GU32001H

s 22(1)(a)(i)

Page 3 of 4
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982
VI34383H

Conference: Seminar in Algiers
02 PM CEDT

DFAIT, Geneva UN, Jakarta, Kuala
, Middle East Posts, Moscow, NPDI, Paris
y, UKFCO, UN New York, Vienna UN,

From File: VI15/8

EDRMS Kiles:

References: VI134369H, GU31986H, GU31990H
Response: Priority, Requires Action

Summary

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

but it seems the NAM won't institutionally support
HC-related initiatives like the Austrian pledge s 22(1)(a)(ii)

s 22(1)(a)(ii)

s 22(1)(a)(n)

Pana 1 of 6
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