
Nuclear Umbrella Questionnaire - Results and Analysis

Below is a summary and analysis of the responses received from Japanese political 
parties to a questionnaire about their policies on the US nuclear umbrella (extended 
nuclear deterrence). The analysis is by the 4 co-chairs of the International Commission 
on Non-proliferation and Nuclear Disarmament (ICNND) Japan NGO Network. It does 
not necessarily reflect the views of all the groups and individuals in the network. Please 
contact the secretariat if you would like a full translation of the response of any of the 
political parties.

Summary of Responses

1. Concerning dependence on the US nuclear umbrella.

Question 1: Japan currently has a policy of depending on the US nuclear umbrella 
(nuclear deterrence).
What is your opinion about this policy?
1. The policy is appropriate, so Japan should remain under the nuclear umbrella. - 

LDP, Komeito
2. Japan should aim to withdraw from the nuclear umbrella in future. - Daichi
3. Japan should withdraw from the nuclear umbrella immediately. - JCP, SDP
4. Other - DPJ, PNP

The parties in the coalition government before the dissolution of the House of 
Representatives expressed support for the nuclear umbrella. Of the opposition parties, 
JCP and SDP said they believe that Japan should immediately withdraw from the 
nuclear umbrella. New Party Daichi responded that Japan should aim to withdraw from 
the nuclear umbrella in future.

DPJ and PNP both selected "other". DPJ stressed the need for Japan to maintain its 
independence in regard to the operation of the nuclear umbrella, while PNP said that 
Japan should aim for a security policy which is in keeping with the new era.

2. Concerning the Role of the Nuclear Umbrella

Question 2: In regard to the role of the US nuclear umbrella, assuming that it will 
continue for some time, to what threats should it apply?
1. It should apply only to threats and attacks by nuclear weapons. - Komeito, SDP



2. It should apply only to threats and attacks by nuclear weapons and other weapons 
of mass destruction (biological weapons and chemical weapons).

3. In addition to threats and attacks by nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass 
destruction, it should apply to threats and attacks in general, including 
conventional weapons. - Daichi

4. Other - LDP, DPJ, JCP, PNP

LDP selected "other", saying that Japan should respond to the issue through discussion 
with the US. DPJ also selected "other", emphasizing the need for mutual understanding 
with the US. DPJ's comment was made in the context of pursuing a nuclear free world 
through nuclear disarmament, nuclear arms control and non-proliferation. PNP's 
reasoning emphasized the need to pursue a nuclear free world and a non-nuclear 
umbrella.

Komeito and SDP both said that the only role for the nuclear umbrella should be to 
deter other nuclear weapons. Komeito's response was particularly noteworthy, 
considering that it is a member of a government which has suggested that nuclear 
deterrence should (or already does) apply to threats besides nuclear weapons.

JCP chose "other" on the grounds that it opposes continued reliance on the nuclear 
umbrella.

New Party Daichi said that it is necessary to respond to all types of threats, but in 
question 3 it expressed unconditional support the US making a "no first use" 
commitment.

3. Concerning "No First Use"

Question 3: The argument that, as a first step towards nuclear disarmament, the nuclear 
weapon states should make “no first use” commitments (i.e. state that they will not be 
the first to use nuclear weapons) is being debated in the ICNND and other international 
fora. What is your opinion about the suggestion that Japan should lobby the US to make 
a “no first use” commitment?
1. Agree unconditionally - JCP, SDP, Daichi
2. Agree with conditions - Komeito, PNP
3. Disagree - LDP
4. Other - DPJ

LDP was the only party that expressed clear opposition to calling on the US to make a 
"no first use" commitment. The reason given was (as has been articulated repeatedly in 



official responses by the government and the Prime Minister himself) that such a 
commitment is "unverifiable".

DPJ did not give a direct reply to the question of whether or not it supports "no first 
use". It “recognizes it as an issue to be discussed in the context of building a 
relationship of trust with President Obama" and will consider it "as a means of aiming 
for a world free of the threat or use of nuclear weapons."

Komeito supported "no first use" on the condition that an international consensus is 
formed. PNP agreed with a “no first use” policy, on the condition that biological, 
chemical and conventional weapons should also be taken into account.

JCP, SDP and New Party Daichi unconditionally supported a commitment to "no first 
use".

4. Conditions for Withdrawing from the US Nuclear Umbrella

Question 4: What are the necessary conditions for Japan to aim to withdraw from the 
nuclear umbrella, or to reduce its dependence on US nuclear deterrence?
1. Create a nuclear-weapon-free/peace regional framework - DPJ, Komeito, Daichi

(for example, a Northeast Asia Nuclear Weapon Free Zone)
2. Put in place or strengthen non-nuclear conventional forces.
3. Consider Japan acquiring its own nuclear weapons.
4. The first priority is for Japan to withdraw from the nuclear umbrella. - JCP, SDP
5. It is not necessary to consider withdrawing from the nuclear umbrella, or changing 

Japan’s level of dependence on US nuclear deterrence.
6. Other - LDP, PNP

As indicated in its manifesto, DPJ supports a Northeast Asia nuclear weapon free zone. 
Komeito and PNP also responded that it is necessary to form a non-nuclear regional 
peace framework. JCP said that it believes that withdrawing from the nuclear umbrella 
will contribute to creating a non-nuclear regional framework. SDP expressed the view 
that withdrawal from the nuclear umbrella and creating a non-nuclear regional 
framework should be pursued in parallel. PNP selected "other", stressing that the 
nuclear umbrella should be maintained, but that Japan should work with the US to build 
a nuclear free world.

LDP also selected "other", but said that Japan should appeal to the world for the 
elimination of nuclear weapons.



No party selected 3 (that Japan should consider acquiring its own nuclear weapons) or 2 
(that Japan should put in place or expand its conventional forces).

Analysis: Towards a Nuclear Free World, Japan Can Change

It is true that amongst the many important issues facing voters in the forthcoming 
elections, nuclear disarmament has not become a major theme.

However, following President Obama's speech in Prague in April, as the US 
Administration considers revising its nuclear weapons policy, it is an inescapable fact 
that nuclear weapons, in particular the question of what to do about Japan's policy of 
depending on the US nuclear umbrella, is an issue facing the Japanese public and 
politicians. It has been said that the message sent by Japan holds the key to whether or 
not the US Nuclear Posture Review (NPR) currently being conducted will contribute to 
the realization of President Obama's vision of a world without nuclear weapons.

This questionnaire asked each political party to give its views concerning the US 
nuclear umbrella, an issue which has seldom been directly addressed in any detail. It 
took as its point of entry questions about immediately relevant issues, namely the role of 
the nuclear umbrella, "no first use", and conditions for withdrawal from the nuclear 
umbrella.

The vision spelt out by President Obama has the potential to have a great impact on 
Japan, opening a new security debate. The LDP-led government has avoided the 
question of making a commitment to "no first use" on the grounds that it was an 
"impractical" policy. However, it is possible to sense that, despite differences in basic 
assumptions and emphasis, all parties other than the LDP are beginning to recognize 
that as a result of recent developments it is necessary to debate this as a practical issue.

Desiring to further advance this trend, we call for each party to seriously and actively 
consider specific measures to reduce the dependence of their security policies on 
nuclear weapons, including making a commitment to "no first use".

As the flip side to this issue, we also call for a deeper public debate about a Northeast 
Asian regional framework, including a Northeast Asia nuclear weapon free zone.
We believe that by deepening the level of public debate about these issues, it is possible 
to bring about change in Japan and the world as a whole.


