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H — Documents Related to the Conferences on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear
Weapons

Chair's Summary of the Conference on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons, Oslo,
4-5 March 2013

[5 March 2013]

The Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons
in Oslo 4-5 March 2013 has heard presentations from a wide
range of experts on the various effects of nuclear weapon
detonations. Presentations have covered preparedness and first-
line response as well as the medium- and long-term humanitarian,
developmental and environmental effects.

The objective has been to present a facts-based understanding of
the humanitarian impacts of nuclear weapon detonations and to
facilitate an informed discussion of these effects with stakeholders
from states, the United Nations, other international organisations
and civil society.

Delegations representing 127 states, the United Nations, the
International Committee of the Red Cross, the Red Cross and Red
Crescent movement and civil society participated in the
conference. It is the chair’s view that this broad participation reflects
the increasing global concem regarding the effects of nuclear
weapons detonations, as well as the recognition that this is an
issue of fundamental significance to us all.

Some key points can be discerned from the presentations and the
discussions:

It is unlikely that any state or international body could address the
immediate humanitarian emergency caused by a nuclear weapon
detonation in an adequate manner and provide sufficient
assistance to those affected. Moreover, it might not be possible to
establish such capacities, even if it were attempted. -

The historical experience from the use and testing of nuclear
weapons has demonstrated their devastating immediate and long-
term effects. While political circumstances have changed, the
destructive potential of nuclear weapons remains. -

The effects of a nuclear weapon detonation, irrespective of cause,
will not be constrained by national borders, and will affect states
and people in significant ways, regionally as well as globally.

This conference aimed at presenting key aspects of the
humanitarian consequences of a nuclear weapon detonation.
During the discussions a number of states expressed an interest in
further exploring this important issue in ways that ensure global
participation. States expressed their interest in continuing the
discussions, and to broaden the discourse on the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons. The chair welcomes the offer from
Mexico to host a follow-up meeting to this conference. The chair
also welcomes the intention expressed by other states to organise
events on this subject.

Joint Statement on the humanitarian impact of
nuclear weapons to Second Session of the
Preparatory Committee for the 2015 NPT Review
Conference

[24 April 2013]

[Oln behalf of the following States Parties to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), namely Algeria,
Argentina, Austria, Belarus, Bangladesh, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Botswana, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cambodia, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Coéte dlvoire, Cyprus, Cuba, Denmark, Dijibouti,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Ghana, Georgia, Grenada,
Guatemala, Holy See, Honduras, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Ireland,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta,
Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Palau, Panama,

Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Serbia,
Samoa, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Swaziland, Switzerland,
Tanzania, Thailand, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukraine, Uruguay, Yemen, Zambia and [...] South Africa.

Our countries are deeply concemed about the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons. While this has
been known since nuclear weapons were first developed and is
reflected in various UN resolutions and multilateral instruments, it
has not been at the core of nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-
proliferation deliberations for many years. Although it constitutes
the raison détre of the NPT, which cautions against the
"devastation that would be visited upon all mankind by a nuclear
war and the consequent need to make every effort to avert the
danger of such a war and to take measures to safeguard the
security of peoples”, this issue has consistently been ignored in the
discourse on nuclear weapons.

Yet, past experience from the use and testing of nuclear weapons
has amply demonstrated the unacceptable harm caused by the
immense, uncontrollable destructive capability and indiscriminate
nature of these weapons. The effects of a nuclear weapon
detonation are not constrained by national borders - it is therefore
an issue of deep concern to all. Beyond the immediate death and
destruction caused by a detonation, socio-economic development
will be impeded, the environment will be destroyed, and future
generations will be robbed of their health, food, water and other
vital resources.

In recent years, the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons has
increasingly been recognised as a fundamental and global concern
that must be at the core of all deliberations on nuclear
disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation. This issue is now firmly
established on the global agenda: The 2010 Review Conference of
the NPT expressed “deep concem at the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences of any use of nuclear weapons”.
Similarly, the 2011 resolution of the Council of Delegates of the
International Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement emphasised
the incalculable human suffering associated with any use of
nuclear weapons, and the implications for international
humanitarian law.

The March 2013 Conference [Eds...]

It is in the interest of the very survival of humanity that nuclear
weapons are never used again, under any circumstances. The
catastrophic effects of a nuclear weapon detonation, whether by
accident, miscalculaton or design, cannot be adequately
addressed. All efforts must be exerted to eliminate this threat. The
only way to guarantee that nuclear weapons will never be used
again is through their total elimination. It is a shared responsibility of
all States to prevent the use of nuclear weapons, to prevent their
vertical and horizontal proliferation and to achieve nuclear
disarmament, including through fulfilling the objectives of the NPT
and achieving its universality. The full implementation of the 2010
Action Plan and previous outcomes aimed at achieving the
objectives of the NPT must therefore not be postponed any further.

Addressing the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons is an
absolute necessity. As an element that underpins the NPT, it is
essential that the humanitarian consequences inform our work and
actions during the current Review Cycle and beyond.

This is an issue that affects not only governments, but each and
every citizen of our interconnected world. By raising awareness
about the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of nuclear
weapons, civil society has a crucial role to play, side-by-side with
governments, as we fulfil our responsibilities. We owe it to future
generations to work together to rid our world of the threat posed by
nuclear weapons. [Eds...]
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Second Conference on the Humanitarian Impact
of Nuclear Weapons

Chair's Summary
[Nayarit, Mexico, 14 February 2014]

Delegations representing 146 States, the United Nations, the
Interational Committee of the Red Cross, the Red Cross and Red
Crescent movement and civil society organizations, participated in
the Second Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear
Weapons held in Nayarit, Mexico, on 13 and 14 February 2014, to
discuss global and long-term consequences of any nuclear
detonation, accidental or deliberate, from the perspective and
concemns of the 21st century society, including areas such as
public health, humanitarian assistance, the economy, development
and environmental issues, climate change, food security and risk
management, amongst others.

From the Chair's view, the broad and active participation of States
and civil society reflects the global concemn regarding the effects of
nuclear weapons, as well as the increasing recognition that this is
an issue of the utmost importance to all peoples in the world.

The Nayarit Conference expresses its gratitude for the participation
of the victims and survivors of the Hiroshima and Nagasaki attacks,
as well as for the references made to the victims of nuclear tests.

The Nayarit Conference succeeded in presenting a facts-based
approach to facilitate an informed discussion of these effects.
Some key conclusions can be extracted from the presentations
and discussion:

* The effects of a nuclear weapon detonation are not
constrained by national borders - it is therefore an issue of
deep concern shared by all.

Beyond the immediate death and destruction caused by a
detonation, socio-economic development will be hampered
and the environment will be damaged. Suffering will be
widespread, the poor and vulnerable being the most
severely affected. Reconstruction of infrastructure and
regeneration of economic activities, trade, communications,
health facilities, and schools would take several decades,
causing profound social and political harm.

eRadiation exposure could result in short and long-term
negative effects in every organ of the human body and
would increase cancer risks and future hereditary
pathologies.

eToday the risk of nuclear weapons use is growing
globally as a consequence of proliferation, the
vulnerability of nuclear command and control networks to
cyber-attacks and to human error, and potential access
to nuclear weapons by non-state actors, in particular
terrorist groups.

eAs more countries deploy more nuclear weapons on
higher levels of combat readiness, the risks of accidental,
mistaken, unauthorized or intentional use of these
weapons grow significantly.

olt is a fact that no State or international organization has
the capacity to address or provide the short and long
term humanitarian assistance and protection needed in
case of a nuclear weapon explosion. Moreover, it would
not be possible to establish such capacities, even if
attempted.

As the Nayarit Conference is a follow-up of the First Conference on
the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons (Oslo, March 2013),
these conclusions build upon those reached in Oslo.

The wide range of damage and negative impact in the likelihood of
a nuclear explosion, as well as the vast resources allocated to
maintain and modemize nuclear arsenals, make the mere
existence of these weapons absurd, question the arguments in
their defense and ultimately are contrary to human dignity.

It is the Chair's perception that awareness of the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons is already changing the hearts and
minds worldwide of those engaging in discussions concerning
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nuclear weapons.

Actions such as the entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear
Test-Ban Treaty as a core element of the intemational nuclear
disarmament and non- proliferation regime, and the achievement
of a comprehensive outcome in the 2015 Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty (NPT) Review Conference, together with the discussions on
the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons, are mutually
reinforcing processes. When it comes to the total elimination of
nuclear weapons, no efforts are small. In this regard, many
delegations underscored the positive impulse provided by the
United Nations General Assembly High-level Meeting on
Disarmament held in 2013.

The Chair expresses its deep gratitude to civil society and its
involvement and inputs to the Nayarit Conference, and calls on all
governments to forge new and renewed multisectorial partnerships
with civil society to work towards mutually beneficial objectives.

The Chair warmly welcomes the Austrian offer to host the Third
Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons. This
offer has been received with great support from participants as a
follow-up to Oslo and Nayarit, to deepen the momentum, anchor
these conclusions and take them forward. As it was expressed by
many delegations, the Conference reiterates the invitation to
nuclear weapon States and States non-parties to the NPT to
participate in the Third Conference, in Austria.

In doing so, we need to take into account that, in the past,
weapons have been eliminated after they have been outlawed. We
believe this is the path to achieve a world without nuclear weapons.

In our view, this is consistent with our obligations under
international law, including those derived from the NPT as well as
from Common Article 1 to the Geneva Conventions.

The broad-based and comprehensive discussions on the
humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons should lead to the
commitment of States and civil society to reach new international
standards and norms, through a legally binding instrument.

It is the view of the Chair that the Nayarit Conference has shown
that time has come to initiate a diplomatic process conducive to this
goal. Our belief is that this process should comprise a specific
timeframe, the definition of the most appropriate fora, and a clear
and substantive framework, making the humanitarian impact of
nuclear weapons the essence of disarmament efforts.

It is time to take action. The 70th anniversary of the Hiroshima and
Nagasaki attacks is the appropriate milestone to achieve our goal.
Nayarit is a point of no return.

Third Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of
Nuclear Weapons: Chair's Summary

[Vienna, Austria, 8-9 December 2014]

The Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear
Weapons took place from 8 to 9 December 2014. It addressed the
humanitarian consequences of any use of nuclear weapons,
including effects on human health, the environment, agriculture
and food security, migration and the economy, as well as the risks
and likelihood of the authorized or unauthorized use of nuclear
weapons, intemational response capabilities and the applicable
normative framework.

Delegations representing 158 States, the United Nations, the
International Committee of the Red Cross, the Red Cross and Red
Crescent movement, civil society organisations and academia
participated in the Conference.

The UN Secretary General and Pope Francis conveyed messages
to the Conference. The President of the ICRC addressed the
participants. Hibakusha, the survivors of the nuclear explosions in
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and victims of the effects of nuclear
testing also participated in the Conference and gave their
testimonies and experiences. Their presence and contributions
exemplified the unspeakable suffering caused to ordinary civilians
by nuclear weapons.

The Vienna Conference built upon the fact-based discussions at
the first and second Conferences on the Humanitarian Impact of
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Nuclear Weapons, held respectively in Oslo and Nayarit, and
contributed to a deeper understanding of the consequences and
the actual risks posed by nuclear weapons. Moreover, these
further discussions underlined the extreme challenges for
humanitarian response in the event of nuclear weapon explosions
in populated areas. Furthermore, it presented a “bird’s eye view” on
international norms and the humanitarian impact of nuclear
weapons. Key conclusions from the substantive sessions included
the following:

. The impact of a nuclear weapon detonation,
irespective of the cause, would not be constrained by
national borders and could have regional and even global
consequences, causing destruction, death and displacement
as well as profound and long-term damage to the
environment, climate, human health and well-being,
socioeconomic development, social order and could even
threaten the survival of humankind.

. The scope, scale and interrelationship of the
humanitarian consequences caused by nuclear weapon
detonation are catastrophic and more complex than
commonly understood. These consequences can be large
scale and potentially irreversible.

®* The use and testing of nuclear weapons have
demonstrated their devastating immediate, mid- and long-
term effects. Nuclear testing in several parts of the world has
left a legacy of serious health and environmental
consequences. Radioactive contamination from these tests
disproportionately  affects women and children. It
contaminated food supplies and continues to be measurable
in the atmosphere to this day.

®* As long as nuclear weapons exist, there remains the
possibility of a nuclear weapon explosion. Even if the
probability is considered low, given the catastrophic
consequences of a nuclear weapon detonation, the risk is
unacceptable. The risks of accidental, mistaken,
unauthorized or intentional use of nuclear weapons are
evident due to the vulnerability of nuclear command and
control networks to human error and cyberattacks, the
maintaining of nuclear arsenals on high levels of alert,
forward deployment and their modernization. These risks
increase over time. The dangers of access to nuclear
weapons and related materials by non-state actors,
particularly terrorist groups, persist.

i There are many circumstances in which nuclear
weapons could be used in view of international conflicts and
tensions, and against the background of the current security
doctrines of States possessing nuclear weapons. As nuclear
deterrence entails preparing for nuclear war, the risk of
nuclear weapon use is real. Opportunities to reduce risk must
be taken now, such as de-alerting and reducing the role of
nuclear weapons in security doctrines. Limiting the role of
nuclear weapons to deterrence does not remove the
possibility of their use. Nor does it address the risks stemming
from accidental use. The only assurance against the risk of a
nuclear weapon detonation is the total elimination of nuclear
weapons.

i No state or intemational body could address in an
adequate manner the immediate humanitarian emergency or
long-term consequences caused by a nuclear weapon
detonation in a populated area, nor provide adequate
assistance to those affected. Such capacity is unlikely ever to
exist. Coordinated preparedness may nevertheless be useful
in mitigating the effects including of a terrorist event involving
the explosion of an improvised nuclear device. The
imperative of prevention as the only guarantee against the
humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons use was
highlighted.

*  Looking at nuclear weapons from a number of different
legal angles, it is clear that there is no comprehensive legal
norm universally prohibiting possession, transfer, production
and use. International environmental law remains applicable
in amed conflict and can pertain to nuclear weapons,
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although it does not specifically regulate these arms.
Likewise, intemational health regulations would cover effects
of nuclear weapons. The new evidence that has emerged in
the last two years about the humanitarian impact of nuclear
weapons casts further doubt on whether these weapons
could ever be used in conformity with IHL. As was the case
with torture, which defeats humanity and is now unacceptable
to all, the suffering caused by nuclear weapons use is not
only a legal matter, it necessitates moral appraisal.

. The catastrophic consequences of a nuclear weapon
detonation event and the risks associated with the mere
existence of these weapons raise profound ethical and moral
questions on a level transcending legal discussions and
interpretations.

General views and policy responses

States, international organisations, UN entities, the Red Cross and
Red Crescent movement and civil society representatives recalled
their deep concem at the catastrophic humanitarian consequences
of any use of nuclear weapons. They welcomed the convening of
the Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear
Weapons. Participants appreciated the testimonials of survivors of
nuclear weapons use and testing, including for educating and
raising awareness among youth. Many delegates expressed
concern about the limited progress in nuclear disarmament and
stressed the view that humanitarian considerations should no
longer be ignored but be at the core of all nuclear disarmament
deliberations. They welcomed the broad participation, including by
several nuclear weapons possessor states. They also considered
that the discussions would contribute to the implementation of the
2010 NPT Review Conference Action Plan and earlier
undertakings and the achievement of a meaningful outcome to the
2015 NPT Review Conference that takes nuclear disarmament
efforts forward. Moreover, they reiterated the importance of the
entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty as
a key element of the international nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation regime.

Many delegations expressed their concem that military doctrines in
several States continued to set forth rationales and operational
planning for the use of nuclear weapons.

Many delegations noted that the discourse on the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons has revealed that nuclear weapons
pose an unacceptable risk, that this risk is higher than commonly
understood and that it continues to increase over time. Protection
of civilians is a fundamental duty of States and requires particular
care on their part. Many delegations affirmed that in the interest of
the very survival of humanity nuclear weapons must never be used
again, under any circumstances.

Many delegations considered that the existence and possible use
of nuclear weapons and the resulting unacceptable consequences
raise profound moral and ethical issues.

In light of sustainable development challenges, concem was
expressed about the diversion of funds for nuclear weapons.

Many delegations considered that the growing understanding of
the risk posed by nuclear weapons, including the likelihood and
devastating humanitarian consequences of their use, underscores
the urgent need for all States to pursue effective measures for the
achievement of nuclear disarmament.

States expressed various views regarding the ways and means of
advancing the nuclear disarmament agenda. A range of legally
binding collective approaches to achieving progress toward a world
without nuclear weapons was discussed. Many delegations
reaffirmed that the total elimination of nuclear weapons is the most
effective way to prevent their use.

Many delegations expressed appreciation for the important
contribution of civil society and researchers in all aspects of
advancing nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation and the
achievement of a world without nuclear weapons. The necessity of
a multilateral and inclusive approach in pursuing this objective was
highlighted by many delegations.

The majority of delegations underscored that the final elimination of
nuclear weapons should be pursued within an agreed legal
framework, including a nuclear weapons convention.
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A number of delegations argued that a step-by-step approach was
the most effective and practical way to achieve nuclear
disarmament, referring in particular to the entry into force of the
CTBT and a Treaty banning the production of fissile material for
nuclear weapons. These delegations also noted that the global
security environment needs to be taken into consideration in
discussions about nuclear weapons and nuclear disarmament. In
this connection, they promoted various unilateral, bilateral,
plurilateral and multilateral, building blocks that should and can be
taken in the near- to mid-term in support of a world without nuclear
weapons.

Many delegations stressed the need for security for all and
underscored that the only way to guarantee this security is through
the total elimination of nuclear weapons and their prohibition. They
expressed support for the negotiation of a new legal instrument
prohibiting nuclear weapons constituting an effective measure
towards nuclear disarmament, as required also by the NPT.

It was recognized that the obligation to pursue effective measures
for nuclear disarmament, as expressed in article VI of the NPT,
resides with each State Party, and that there are practical steps
that States can take now to pursue such measures in good faith.

A number of delegations considered that the inability to make
progress on any particular step was no reason not to pursue
negotiations in good faith on other effective measures to achieve
and maintain a nuclear-weapon-free world. Such steps have been
taken very effectively in regional contexts in the past, as evidenced
by nuclear weapon free zones.

Participants at the Vienna Conference were conscious that 2015
marks the 70th anniversary of the use of nuclear weapons in
Hiroshima and Nagasaki and that calls for nuclear disarmament in
this connection have been palpable and poignant. They
considered that it is critical to sustain partnerships among States,
the Red Cross Movement, international organisations,
Parliamentarians and civil society with a view to translating the
widespread concerns about the risks and consequences
associated with nuclear weapons into concerted steps to achieve a
world without these armaments.

The overwhelming majority of NPT States Parties expects that the
forthcoming 2015 NPT Review Conference should take stock of all
relevant developments, including the outcomes of the Conferences
on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons, and determine
the next steps for the achievement and maintenance of a nuclear-
weapon-free world.

Austrian Pledge in Third Conference on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons

[Vienna, Austria, 8-9 February 2014]

Having hosted and chaired the Vienna Conference on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons from 8-9 December
2014 and in light of the important facts and findings that have been
presented at the intemational conferences in Oslo, Nayarit and
Vienna, Austria, solely in her national capacity, and without binding
any other participant, wants to go beyond the summary just read
out. After careful consideration of the evidence, Austria has come
to the following inescapable conclusions and makes the
subsequent pledge to take them forward with interested parties in
available fora, including in the context of the NPT and its upcoming
2015 Review Conference:

Mindful of the unacceptable harm that victims of nuclear weapons
explosions and nuclear testing have experienced and recognising
that that the rights and needs of victims have not yet been
adequately addressed,

Understanding that the immediate, mid- and long-term
consequences of a nuclear weapon explosion are significantly
graver than it was understood in the past and wil not be
constrained by national borders but have regional or even global
effects, potentially threatening the survival of humanity,

Recognizing the complexity of and interrelationship between these
consequences on health, environment, infrastructure, food
security, climate, development, social cohesion and the global
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economy that are systemic and potentially irreversible,

Aware that the risk of a nuclear weapon explosion is significantly
greater than previously assumed and is indeed increasing with
increased proliferation, the lowering of the technical threshold for
nuclear weapon capability, the ongoing modemisation of nuclear
weapon arsenals in nuclear weapon possessing states, and the
role that is attributed to nuclear weapons in the nuclear doctrines of
possessor states,

Cogniscent of the fact that the risk of nuclear weapons use with
their unacceptable consequences can only be avoided when all
nuclear weapons have been eliminated,

Emphasizing that the consequences of a nuclear weapon
explosion and the risks associated with nuclear weapons concem
the security of all humanity and that all states share the
responsibility to prevent any use of nuclear weapons,

Emphasizing that the scope of consequences of a nuclear weapon
explosion and risks associated raise profound moral and ethical
questions that go beyond debates about the legality of nuclear
weapons,

Mindful that no national or international response capacity exists
that would adequately respond to the human suffering and
humanitarian harm that would result from a nuclear weapon
explosion in a populated area, and that such capacity most likely
will never exist,

Affirming that it is in the interest of the very survival of humanity that
nuclear weapons are never used again, under any circumstances,

Reiterating the crucial role that international organisations, relevant
UN entities, the Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement, elected
representatives, academia and civil society play for advancing the
shared objective of a nuclear weapon free world,

Austria regards it as her responsibility and consequently pledges to
present the facts-based discussions, findings and compelling
evidence of the Vienna Conference, which builds upon the
previous conferences in Oslo and Nayarit, to all relevant fora, in
particular the NPT Review Conference 2015 and in the UN
framework, as they should be at the centre of all deliberations,
obligations and commitments with regard to nuclear disarmament,

Austria pledges to follow the imperative of human security for all
and to promote the protection of civilians against risks stemming
from nuclear weapons,

Austria calls on all states parties to the NPT to renew their
commitment to the urgent and full implementation of existing
obligations under Article VI, and to this end, to identify and pursue
effective measures to fill the legal gap for the prohibition and
elimination of nuclear weapons and Austria pledges to cooperate
with all stakeholders to achieve this goal,

Austria calls on all nuclear weapons possessor states to take
concrete interim measures to reduce the risk of nuclear weapon
detonations, including reducing the operational status of nuclear
weapons and moving nuclear weapons away from deployment into
storage, diminishing the role of nuclear weapons in military
doctrines and rapid reductions of all types of nuclear weapons,

Austria pledges to cooperate with all relevant stakeholders, States,
international organisations, the International Red Cross and Red
Crescent Movements, parliamentarians and civil society, in efforts
to stigmatise, prohibit and eliminate nuclear weapons in light of
their unacceptable humanitarian consequences and associated
risks.

US intervention at the Vienna Conference on
the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons

[Vienna, Austria, 8-9 December 2014]

The United States recognizes the environmental and other impacts
of nuclear testing. We recognize from our own history that traces
of radioactive and cancer causing particles found their way into our
children. It is why we pursued the Limited Test Ban Treaty fifty
years ago, and is why we support a Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty, which would not only ban nuclear explosive testing in all
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environments, but is a key step toward a world without nuclear
weapons, a vision outlined by President Obama in Prague in 2009
and reaffirmed in Berlin last year.

More generally, we have come to Vienna to listen, and to
acknowledge the sincere and shared concerns over the
humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons. It is precisely our
understanding of the consequences of nuclear weapons use that
drives our efforts to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear
weapons, and to extend forever the nearly 70 year record of non-
use of nuclear weapons.

We acknowledge that nations have different ideas on how to reach
disarmament goals. In this regard, | note the United States does
not support efforts to move to a nuclear weapons convention, a
ban, or a fixed timetable for elimination of all nuclear weapons.
Rather, achieving lasting disarmament will take sustained effort
and commitment. It will require conducive security conditions and
continued commitment by all parties to the NPT. This incremental
approach has borne fruit, achieving major reductions in the number
of nuclear weapons and fissile material stocks. This includes an 85
percent reduction in the U.S. stockpile of nuclear weapons since
the high point in 1967.

We believe that a practical, stepwise approach to the pursuit of
nuclear disarmament is the most effective means to reduce
nuclear dangers and advance the NPT. We will not stand still. We
will not give up on negotiation of an FMCT. We value nuclear
transparency and the ongoing engagement among the five NPT
nuclear weapon states. And we remain committed to bringing into
force the CTBT and the protocols to nuclear weapon free zone
treaties we have signed. We continue to implement the New
START Treaty with Russia, and the President has made clear our
interest in negotiating further reductions of all types of nuclear
weapons when conditions permit.

And we seek to build capacity for further steps. As Under
Secretary Gottemoeller announced in Prague last week, we will
form a group of interested states to examine issues of nuclear
disarmament verification.

This project embraces the idea of shared responsibility to work
toward nuclear disarmament. Even in the face of current
obstacles, the United States is conscious of our own obligations
and responsibilities. We are meeting them; we do not shrug them
off and we will never relent in this pursuit.

Statement by Austria. Joint Statement on the
Humanitarian Consequences of Nuclear
Weapons to 2015 NPT Review Conference

[28 April 2015]

| am taking the floor on behalf of Afghanistan, Algeria, Andorra,
Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize,
Benin, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde,
Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cook Islands, Costa Rica, Cote
dlvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, DR Congo, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia, Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Ghana,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Holy See, Honduras, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kiribati, Kuwait,
Kyrgyzstan, Lao PDR, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya,
Liechtenstein, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Federated States of Micronesia, Republic of Moldova,
Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Niue, Norway, Oman, Palau, State of Palestine,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
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Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, South
Sudan, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden,
Switzerland, Tajikistan, Tanzania, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo,
Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine,
United Arab Emirates, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and my own country, Austria.

Our countries are deeply concermed about the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons. Past experience
from the use and testing of nuclear weapons has amply
demonstrated the unacceptable humanitarian consequences
caused by the immense, uncontrollable destructive capability and
indiscriminate nature of these weapons. The fact-based discussion
that took place at the Conferences on the Humanitarian Impact of
Nuclear Weapons, convened respectively by Norway in March
2013, Mexico in February 2014 and Austria in December 2014,
has allowed us to deepen our collective understanding of those
consequences. A key message from experts and international
organisations was that no State or international body could
address the immediate humanitarian emergency caused by a
nuclear weapon detonation or provide adequate assistance to
victims.

The broad participation at those Conferences, with attendance
most recently in Vienna by 158 States, the ICRC, a number of UN
humanitarian organisations and civil society, reflected the
recognition that the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of
nuclear weapons are a fundamental and global concern. We firmly
believe that it is in the interests of all States to engage in
discussions on the humanitarian consequences of nuclear
weapons, which aim to further broaden and deepen understanding
of this matter, and we welcome civil society's ongoing
engagement.

This work is essential, because the catastrophic consequences of
nuclear weapons affect not only governments, but each and every
citizen of our interconnected world. They have deep implications
for human survival; for our environment; for socio-economic
development; for our economies; and for the health of future
generations. For these reasons, we firmly believe that awareness
of the catastrophic consequences of nuclear weapons must
underpin all approaches and efforts towards nuclear disarmament,
including in the work of the 2015 Review Conference of the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT).

This is not, of course, a new idea. The appalling humanitarian
consequences of nuclear weapons became evident from the
moment of their first use, and from that moment have motivated
humanity’s aspirations for a world free from this threat, which have
also inspired this statement. The humanitarian consequences of
nuclear weapons have been reflected in numerous UN resolutions,
including the first resolution passed by the General Assembly in
1946, and in multilateral instruments including the NPT. The
world’s most eminent nuclear physicists observed as early as 1955
that nuclear weapons threaten the continued existence of mankind
and that a war with these weapons could quite possibly put an end
to the human race. The First Special Session of the General
Assembly devoted to Disarmament (SSOD-1) stressed in 1978
that “nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to
the survival of civilisation.” These expressions of profound concem
remain as compelling as ever. In spite of this, the humanitarian
consequences of nuclear weapons have not been at the core of
nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation deliberations for
many years.

We are therefore encouraged that the humanitarian focus is now
well established on the global agenda. The 2010 Review
Conference of the NPT expressed “deep concern at the
catastrophic humanitarian consequences of any use of nuclear
weapons”. That deep concern informed the 26 November 2011
resolution of the Council of Delegates of the Red Cross and Red
Crescent Movement, and the decision in 2012 of the General
Assembly to establish an open-ended working group to develop
proposals to take forward multilateral nuclear disarmament
negotiations. It underlies the Special Declaration of the 3rd Summit
of the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States’ in
January 2015 on the urgent need for a nuclear weapons-free
world. In September 2013, at the High-Level Meeting on Nuclear
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Disarmament, numerous leaders from around the world again
evoked that deep concern as they called for progress to be made
on nuclear disarmament. More than three quarters of all countries
supported the Joint Statement on the Humanitarian Consequences
of Nuclear Weapons delivered at the 2014 First Committee of the
UN General Assembly. Today’s statement again demonstrates the
growing political support for the humanitarian focus.

It is in the interest of the very survival of humanity that nuclear
weapons are never used again, under any circumstances. The
catastrophic effects of a nuclear weapon detonation, whether by
accident, miscalculation or design, cannot be adequately
addressed. All efforts must be exerted to eliminate the threat of
these weapons of mass destruction.

The only way to guarantee that nuclear weapons will never be
used again is through their total elimination. All States share the
responsibility to prevent the use of nuclear weapons, to prevent
their vertical and horizontal proliferation and to achieve nuclear
disarmament, including through fulfilling the objectives of the NPT
and achieving its universality.

We welcome the renewed resolve of the international community,
together with the ICRC and international humanitarian
organisations, to address the catastrophic humanitarian
consequences of nuclear weapons. By raising awareness about
this issue, civil society has a crucial role to play side-by-side with
governments as we fulfil our responsibiliies. We owe it to future
generations to work together to do just that, and in doing so to rid
our world of the threat posed by nuclear weapons.

Statement of Australia. Statement on the
Humanitarian Consequences of Nuclear
Weapons to 2015 NPT Review Conference

[30 April 2015]

| take the floor on behalf of Australia, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada,
Croatia, Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, Georgia, Germany,
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, and Turkey.

The renewed global focus on the humanitarian impact of nuclear
weapons has reenergised concemns about the horrific
consequences for humanity that would result from a nuclear
weapon detonation or a terrorist attack involving fissile material. It is
our concern about the continuing nuclear risks to

humanity, and a desire for a peaceful future for successive
generations, which underpins our long-standing advocacy for
effective progress on nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation,
particularly through the Treaty
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on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and its
universal application. We stress the significance of spreading
awareness of the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons across
borders and generations. In order to foster further momentum for
achieving a world free of nuclear weapons, we need this
generation — especially in nuclear-armed States - to fully
comprehend

why we must resolutely strive for a world without nuclear weapons.
It is in this context that we welcome the statement delivered by
Austria on behalf of a large number of countries on the
humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons. It is in the
interests of the very survival of humanity that nuclear war must
never occur.

We acknowledge that there have been significant reductions in the
number of nuclear weapons worldwide since the end of the Cold
War. However, more than 16,000 nuclear warheads still exist,
many on high alert status. It is also regrettable that some states
possessing nuclear weapons continue to produce new nuclear
weapons.
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It is therefore crucial that all States more resolutely and urgently
fulfil their disarmament commitments and work to ensure these
weapons are not used and do not proliferate. At the same time,
eliminating nuclear weapons is only possible through substantive
and constructive engagement with those states which possess
nuclear weapons. To create the conditions that would facilitate
further major reductions in nuclear arsenals and eventually
eliminate them requires the global community to cooperate to
address the important security and humanitarian
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dimensions of nuclear weapons. It will also require effort to further
reduce levels of hostility and tension between States — particularly
between those possessing nuclear weapons - and to pursue
confidence-building measures (CBMs) such as enhanced
transparency of existing nuclear arsenals and a reduced role for
nuclear weapons in military doctrines. We note with
disappointment the current increased tensions between nuclear
weapon states and encourage them to continue to nevertheless
seek to further CBMs and nuclear arsenal reductions.

We must simultaneously advance non-proliferation and
disarmament as mutually reinforcing processes and create a more
peaceful world. Practical contributions we can make would be to
unblock the world’s key disarmament negotiating forum, the
Conference on Disarmament; begin negotiations for a Fissile
Material Cut-off Treaty; and bring into force the Comprehensive
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty as part of a series of steps aimed at
achieving the total elimination of nuclear weapons. Nuclear
Weapon States must make efforts to achieve further cuts in their
nuclear arsenals as soon as possible, de-alert nuclear warheads
and reduce the role and significance of nuclear weapons in their
defence doctrines. They should also commit to cease production of
any new nuclear weapons. The Intemational Atomic Energy
Agency’s powers of inspection, verification and reporting on global
proliferation risks must also be strengthened. In this context, we
welcome initiatives to develop a better understanding of the
complexities of international nuclear disarmament verification. The
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is the
cornerstone for progress towards total nuclear disarmament.
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As agreed in Article VI of the NPT a multilateral framework or treaty
on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control will have to be negotiated to underpin a world
without nuclear weapons. But we have to accept that the hard
practical work necessary to bring us closer to a world free of
nuclear weapons must still be done. We need to work methodically
and with realism if we are going to attain the necessary confidence
and transparency to bring about nuclear disarmament.

There are no short cuts.

We look forward to working constructively together to ensure an
outcome at this Review Conference which strengthens the NPT
and the commitment of all states parties across the three pillars.

Chair’'s Summary. Vienna Conference on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons

20 June 2022

The Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear
Weapons addressed the humanitarian consequences of nuclear
weapons, including effects on human health, the environment,
agriculture and food security, migration and the economy, as well
as the risks and likelihood of authorized, unauthorized or accidental
detonations of nuclear weapons, international response capabilities
and the applicable normative framework and identified areas
where further research and investigation appears necessary.

More than 800 delegates representing 80 States, the United
Nations, the International Committee of the Red Cross, the
Intemational Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement and other
relevant international organisations, civil society organisations and
academia participated in the Conference.
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The following key points can be summarised from the
presentations and discussions:

O It is impossible to appropriately address the immediate
humanitarian emergency and longterm consequences of nuclear
weapon detonations. What we cannot prepare for, what we cannot
respond to, we must therefore prevent.

O Nuclear winter would likely affect the entire globe even after a
limited regional nuclear exchange and result in dramatic
temperature drops and blocked out sunlight for years leading

to food shortages and deadly starvation in many parts of the world.

0 As we progress in researching the impact of nuclear weapons,
we learn that nuclear weapons detonations have vaster, truly
global and longer persisting consequences than we thought
before.

0 Atmospheric nuclear tests, although conducted decades ago,
are responsible for serious health effects and long lasting
environmental degradation. New analysis and techniques allow
improved mapping of global radioactive contamination, exposed
communities, and impacted ecosystems due to fallout from nuclear
weapon testing with important implications for affected
communities.

0 We still lack an integrated full picture of the impact of nuclear
weapons. More interdisciplinary work and further research on the
interplay between short-, mid- and long-term effects are required
for deepening our knowledge. Not only more research, but also
more discussion and consideration is necessary in order to bring
more clarity and findings on which a fact-based policy can be
developed.

0 The risks of accidental, mistaken, unauthorized or intentional
detonations of nuclear weapons have reached an unprecedented
high level for political, strategic and technological reasons.

0 The propagation of smaller tactical, better usable nuclear
weapons is disconcerting. Even the detonation of a single so-called
small nuclear weapon would have devastating and compounding
effects and, in addition, carry a very high risk of triggering an
escalation to a limited or all-out nuclear war.

(0 The threat of nuclear weapons use declared by leading Russian
politicians showcases how real this risk is today and underscores
the fragility of a security paradigm based on the theory of nuclear
deterrence. Russia’s invasion of Ukraine underscores the fact that
nuclear weapons do not prevent major wars, but rather embolden
nuclear-armed states to start wars.

0 War between nuclear armed states is not only possible, but has
already repeatedly happened, e.g. on the Indian Subcontinent. We
know that nuclear conflict is not an abstract danger, but a very real
one. In light of regional and global tensions, several plausible
scenarios exist today in different parts of the world for nuclear
conflict.

O In today’s world where there is no common understanding of
essential rules, norms and standards any longer, nuclear weapons
further increase uncertainty and insecurity.

0 Substantial and not only declaratory risk reduction measures are
certainly called for in the short term, but only the elimination of
nuclear weapons offers effective prevention.

0 A broader focus on risk reduction is needed in light of what we
do know and what we do not know. It is difficult to fully understand
their sources, and even more so to factor in future risks arising from
technological and doctrinal change, as there exist “known-
unknowns”, but also “unknown-unknowns”.

0 The theory that nuclear deterrence can prevent a nuclear war is
further put in doubt by the effects of technological progress and the
integration of new technologies into nuclear weapons systems and
decision-making structures.

0 Building security on nuclear deterrence is not sustainable. When
nuclear deterrence fails, it will fail with catastrophic effects. Many
see a logical problem, how a weapon that threatens the continued
existence of civilization, could serve as the bedrock of security.
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0 The combined perspective of the humanitarian consequences
and the risks of nuclear weapons would allow us to tackle the
question of the utility of nuclear weapons and of the veracity of
nuclear deterrence theory on a more fact-based basis.

0 Only an approach based on scientific results and the
involvement of civil society, academia and affected communities, in
particular the Hibakusha and the victims of nuclear testing, can
render an open, meaningful disarmament debate leading to
concrete results. Such an inclusive approach is also needed to
deliver a broad range of results, such as on the disproportionate
harm of atomic radiation on girls and women.

0 Relevant nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation fora
therefore need to engage with existing and future research on the
humanitarian consequences and risks of nuclear weapons as it
emerges.

00 The humanitarian perspective has transformative and unifying
potential for the urgently needed reinvigoration of nuclear
disarmament.

0 Both the findings on humanitarian consequences and risks of
nuclear weapons underline the need to always put the catastrophic
humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons at the centre of our work
as long as these weapons exist. Therefore, this issue must
underpin all discussions on nuclear weapons issues.

| would like to conclude this summary by thanking all presenters,
you the participants and express my hope that all of us can use
what we take away from today’s conference in our common quest
for a nuclear weapon free world.

General Assembly Resolution ‘Nuclear war
effects and scientific research’

A/RES/79/238
[December 2024]

[Eds.. ]

1. Calls upon all States to renew their commitment to nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation, given the devastation that
would be visited upon humankind by a nuclear war;

2. Decides to establish an independent Scientific Panel on
the Effects of Nuclear War, consisting of 21 members, participating
in their personal capacity, to be appointed by the Secretary-
General on the basis of a public call for candidates, with a Chair
selected from among this group, and encourages nominations
from Member States, scientific and academic institutions, and from
qualified individuals with specific expertise related to the work of the
Panel;

3. Also decides that the Panel shall be tasked with
examining the physical effects and societal consequences of a
nuclear war on a local, regional and planetary scale, including, inter
alia, the climatic, environmental and radiological effects, and their
impacts on public health, global socioeconomic systems,
agriculture and ecosystems, in the days, weeks and decades
following a nuclear war, and that it shall review and commission
relevant studies, including modelling where appropriate, and
publish a comprehensive report, make key conclusions and identify
areas requiring future research;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to convene the Panel
and provide full support to it in the fulfilment of its mandate, with the
Panel members, participating on a voluntary basis, to be selected
by the Secretary-General drawing on the expertise of relevant
United Nations agencies, on the basis of their leading scientific
expertise across relevant disciplines, while ensuring impartiality,
and equitable geographical and gender balance;

5. Decides that the members of the Panel shall meet virtually
at least quarterly to advance their work, with participation
arrangements facilitated by the Secretary-General, keeping
Member States periodically updated on progress, while
maintaining their objectivity and impartiality, and operating free
from political influence, on the basis of scientific peer review,
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drawing on lessons leamed from other international expert
mechanisms;

6. Calls upon the Panel to consult with the widest range of
scientists and experts, and for the Secretary-General to facilitate
those consultations, including through the provision, as required, of
virtual meeting spaces, webcast and meeting room facilities at
United Nations premises, for up to 10 days in 2025, and a further
10 days in 2026, and encourages these experts to contribute
presentations, written reports and published material to assist the
Panel in its work;

7. Calls upon the United Nations system and relevant
agencies, including the International Atomic Energy Agency, the
Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty Organization, the United Nations Scientific Committee on
the Effects of Atomic Radiation, the World Health Organization, the
United Nations Environment Programme, the World Meteorological
Organization, the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian
Affairs of the Secretariat, the World Food Programme, the Food
and Agricultural Organization of the United Nations, the World
Trade Organization and others, to support the work of the Panel,
including by contributing expertise, commissioned studies, data
and papers;

8. Encourages Member States, relevant international and
regional organizations and others to support the work of the Panel,
including by providing relevant information, scientific data and
analyses; facilitating and hosting Panel meetings, including
regional meetings; and making voluntary budgetary contributions,
or in-kind contributions;

9. Decides that the Panel shall engage and receive inputs
from the widest possible range of stakeholders, including
international and regional organizations, the Intemational
Committee of the Red Cross, civil society, affected communities,
and peoples from around the world, in order to understand local,
regional and global perspectives on the effects of a nuclear war;

10. Also decides that the present resolution shall serve as the
terms of reference of the Panel;

11. Further decides to include in the provisional agenda of its
eightieth session, under the item entitled “General and complete
disarmament”, a sub-item entitted “Nuclear war effects and
scientific research”;

12. Requests the Chair of the Panel to brief the General
Assembly at its eightieth and eighty-first sessions on progress in
the work of the Panel;

13. Decides to consider the final report of the Panel on
nuclear war effects at its eighty-second session, in 2027.

Press Release: Secretary-General Announces
Members of Independent Scientific Panel on
Effects of Nuclear War

[18 July 2025]

On 17July, United Nations Secretary-General Anténio
Guterres announced the appointment of an independent scientific
panel of experts tasked with examining the physical effects and
societal consequences of a nuclear war on a local, regional and
planetary scale in the days, weeks and decades following a
nuclear war.

The panel was established pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 79/238, titled “Nuclear War Effects and Scientific
Research”, and is mandated to examine “the physical effects and
societal consequences” of a nuclear war “on a local, regional and
planetary scale, including, inter alia, the climatic, environmental and
radiological effects, and their impacts on public health, global
socioeconomic systems, agriculture and ecosystems, in the days,
weeks and decades following a nuclear war”.

The panel is tasked with publishing a comprehensive report on
these matters, making key conclusions, and identifying areas
requiring future research. The report will be considered by the UN
General Assembly at its eighty-second session in 2027.
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The last cross-sectional United Nations study of this kind was
undertaken almost four decades ago in 1988 (Study on the
Climatic and Other Global Effects of Nuclear War, United Nations
publication, Sales No. E.89.1X.1).

The panel consists of 21 members drawn from a range of scientific
fields, including: nuclear and radiation studies; atmospheric
sciences and climate; environment and environmental studies;
agriculture, biology and life sciences; public health and medicine;
and behavioural and social sciences and applied economics.

As mandated by resolution 79/238, the Secretary-General selected
members of the panel based on “their leading scientific expertise
across relevant disciplines, while ensuring impartiality, and
equitable geographical and gender balance”. In selecting the
panel, the Secretary-General drew on the expertise and
recommendations of relevant agencies from the United Nations
system.

The panel will engage the widest possible range of stakeholders,
including international and regional organizations, the Intemational
Committee of the Red Cross, civil society, affected communities,
and peoples from around the world, in order to understand local,
regional and global perspectives on the effects of nuclear
war. Member States, relevant intemational and regional
organizations and others are encouraged to support the panel’s
work.

The independent Scientific Panel on the Effects of Nuclear War will
consist of the following 21 members, each participating in their
personal capacity:

Arlene Alves dos Reis, Head, Division of Dosimetry at the Brazilian
Nuclear Energy Commission (CNEN);

Ana Maria Cetto Kramis, former Deputy Director General,
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Full research
professor at the Physics Institute of the National Autonomous
University of Mexico (UNAM). Founder and current holder of
the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization (UNESCO) Chair on Science Diplomacy and
Heritage at UNAM,;

Manvendra K. Dubey, Senior Scientist and Fellow, Earth Systems
Observations, Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL);

Friederke Renate Friess, Senior Scientist, BOKU University,
Department of Landscape, Water and Infrastructure, Institute of
Safety and Risk Sciences;

Abel Gonzalez, Senior Adviser to the Argentina Nuclear
Regulatory Authority, Olenum member of the National Academy of
Sciences of Buenos Aires, the Argentine Academy of
Environmental Sciences, the Argentine Academy of the Seas, and
the International Nuclear Energy Academy;

Md Ahsan Habib, Professor at the Department of Chemistry,
University of Dhaka, Fellow, Chinese Academy of Sciences;

Andrew Haines, Professor of Environmental Change and Public
Health, London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine
(LSHTM), Co-Director World Health Organization (WHO)
Collaborating Centre on Climate Change, Sustainable
Development and Health;

Gi Hoon Hong, former President and Research Professor, Korea
Institute of Ocean Science and Technology;

Togzhan Kassenova, Senior Fellow, Center for Policy Research,
University at Albany, State University of New York, former member
of the Secretary-General's Advisory Board on Disarmament
Matters (ABDM);

Ausrele Kesminiene-Suonio, Senior Visiting Scientist, Environment
and Lifestyle Epidemiology Branch, International Agency for
Research on Cancer (IARC/WHO), former head of the Lithuanian
Chernobyl Medical Centre;

Peter Klimek, Director of the Supply Chain Intelligence Institute,
Austria, Associate Professor, Section for Science of Complex
Systems, Medical University of Vienna;


https://www.un.org/sg/en/content/sg/note-correspondents/2025-07-17/note-correspondents-secretary-general-appoints-independent-scientific-panel-the-effects-of-nuclear-war
https://docs.un.org/en/A/RES/79/238?_gl=1*1ixpj1g*_ga*MTY3OTM5ODQ5Mi4xNzU3NjA2NTIz*_ga_TK9BQL5X7Z*czE3NzM0MDEwOTEkbzE5JGcwJHQxNzczNDAxMDkxJGo2MCRsMCRoMA..
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Karina Meredith, Director of Environment Research and
Technology at Australian Nuclear Science and Technology
Organisation (ANSTO), Adjunct Professor in the Biological, Earth
and Environmental Sciences school at University of New South
Wales;

Thobela Nkukwana, Senior Lecturer, University of Pretoria, Sub-
editor for the South African Journal of Animal Sciences, Editorial
Board member and Sub-editor of Welwitschia International Journal
of Agricultural Sciences;

Sébastien Philippe, research scholar at the Princeton University
Program on Science and Global Security, member of the Scientific
Advisory Group of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons;

Laura Revell, Associate Professor in Atmospheric Chemistry at the
University of Canterbury, member of the UN Environment
Programme (UNEP) Environmental Effects Assessment Panel
(EEAP) panel;

Neil Rowan, Professor, Faculty of Science and Technological
Health, University of the Shannon, Adjunct Professor to the School
of Medicine, Nursing and Biomedical Science at the University of
Galway;

Rabia Sa'id, Professor of atmospheric and space-weather physics
and a researcher at Bayero University Kano, Co-founder of
Nigeria’s Association of Women Physicists;

Georgiy L. Stenchikov, Professor Emeritus at King Abdullah
University of Science and Technology, Professor of Earth
Sciences, Division of Physical Sciences and Engineering, Earth
Sciences and Engineering Program, King Abdullah University of
Science and Technology;

Masao Tomonaga, Emeritus Director, Atomic Bomb Hospital,
former Director of the Japanese Red Cross Nagasaki Atomic
Bomb (Genbaku) Hospital, President of Nagasaki Prefecture
Hibakusha Association and current President of IPPNW Nagasaki
Branch. A hibakusha from Nagasaki;

Huseyin Yalginkaya, Anakara University Institute of Medical
Sciences, Department of Animal Nutrition and Nutritional Diseases,
Veterinary Officer at the Turkish Directorate General for Food and
Control/Department of Border Control for Animal and Animal
Products; and

Zhao Wuwen, Professor at the Center for Strategic Studies, China
Academy of Engineering Physics.
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