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PREFACE

By Ramesh Jaura
Director-General of the Non-profit International Press Syndicate Group and Editor-in-Chief
of its Flagship Agency IDN-InDepthNews

This Report of the Joint Media Project of the Non-profit International Press
Syndicate Group with IDN as the Flagship Agency in partnership with Soka Gakkai
International, a Buddhist NGO in consultative status with ECOSOC, is a
compilation of independent and in-depth news and analyses by IDN from April
2021 to March 2022.

The articles in this compilation appeared on www.indepthnews.net in the main
category nuclear weapons and disarmament on the INPS Group’s thematic
Website 'Toward A Nuclear Free World'—www.nuclearabolition.info, and on the
new www.nuclearabolition.net. These can be accessed free of charge 24 hours a
day 365 days a year.

2021-2022 was the sixth year of the INPS-IDN media project with the SGI, a lay Buddhist organization
with headquarters in Tokyo. But IDN has been a party to the joint project, first launched in 2009 in the
wake of an agreement between the precursor of the International Press Syndicate (INPS) Japan and the
SGI. We are pleased that meanwhile we are in the seventh year of the INPS-IDN's joint media project with
the SGI. This compilation comprises 33 articles analysing the developments related to proliferation and
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons at multiple levels—governmental, intergovernmental, and non-
governmental. All articles have been translated into Japanese and many other languages.

The backdrop to these articles is that nuclear weapon states have been fiercely opposing the Nuclear Ban
Treaty (TPNW), which has meanwhile entered into force. The nuclear weapons states continue to argue
that TPNW ignores the reality of vital security considerations. At the same time, a complete elimination of
nuclear weapons is increasingly becoming a global collaborative effort calling for relentless commitment
and robust solidarity between States, international organisations and the civil society.

This compilation also includes an in-depth analysis of eminent Buddhist philosopher, educator, author, and
nuclear disarmament advocate Dr. Daisaku Ikeda, who released his latest 40th annual peace proposal—
titled "Transforming Human History: The Light of Peace and Dignity" released on January 26.

Dr. Ikeda points out: "Even in the midst of the COVID-19 crisis, the world’s military expenditures have
continued to grow. There are more than 13,000 nuclear warheads in current stockpiles, and modernization
continues with no end in sight. There is grave concern that we may see a further buildup of the global
nuclear arsenal."

I would like to avail of this opportunity to express my gratitude to the network of our correspondents
around the world for their insightful contributions, the Project Director, INPS Japan President Katsuhiro
Asagiri for his liaison with SGI, The Toda Peace Institute Director Professor Kevin P Clements, taking time
for the Foreword, and Ms Anna Ikeda, Representative to the UN, SGI, Program Coordinator for
Disarmament, SGI Office for UN Affairs, for her Message. <>
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FOREWORD
Strengthening Awareness of Nuclear Abolition

By Professor Kevin P Clements, Director, The Toda Peace Institute

The first meeting of the States Parties who have signed and ratified the Treaty
on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons took place place in Vienna in June 2022.
This is the only bright prospect on a generally paralysed arms control and
disarmament agenda. If this meeting and the Treaty are to have any chance
of enticing the nuclear powers to dismantle and abolish their nuclear arsenal,
it is absolutely vital that world public opinion and political leaders be made
aware of the Treaty and its central objectives. Among other things, the Treaty
declares nuclear weapons to be militarily and morally unacceptable, and illegal
according to international law. It is critical, therefore, that global media focus
attention on ways in which this Treaty can generate momentum and political
will to rid the world of nuclear weapons.

There are so many issues vying for political attention at the moment, (e.g., the invasion of Ukraine, the
global pandemic, economic stresses and strains, challenges to democracy and climate change). These
mean that the danger of nuclear warfare and the need for nuclear disarmament are often relegated in
terms of public attention and political focus.

The fact is, however, that the invasion of Ukraine, and President Putin’s suggestion that tactical nuclear
weapons might be used in that conflict have elevated the risks of nuclear warfare to what they were in the
darkest days of the old cold war.

Putin’s statements have challenged the Gorbachev-Reagan assertion that nuclear war can never be won
and must never be fought. In doing so they have raised important questions about the deterrent effect of
nuclear weapons and challenged the nuclear taboo in relation to the use of such weapons in warfare.

This makes it absolutely vital for the world’s press and opinion leaders to refocus attention on the
disastrous humanitarian consequences of nuclear warfare and the importance of moving rapidly towards
nuclear abolition.

If the nuclear powers are unwilling to join the Abolition Treaty, then they have to demonstrate that they
are willing to reduce nuclear risk and uncertainty. At the moment, they show no signs of doing so. There
are no discussions about controls of fissile material, de-alerting, no first use, modernisation and
miniaturisation and lowered stockpiles.

We are living in an exceptionally dangerous period. There are 13,100 nuclear warheads held by nine
countries. Russia and the USA, remain the two nuclear superpowers, with over 90 per cent of global
nuclear stockpiles. Not only are both countries unwilling to lower these arsenals they have reinvested
heavily in modernising, upgrading, and expanding them. Unlike the last few years of the cold war there
are no negotiations planned or scheduled to reduce nuclear stockpiles. Apart from the New Start renewal
there are no negotiations to reduce the risk of the accidental or deliberate use of nuclear weapons. On the
contrary, the invasion of Ukraine has resulted in NATO and other strategic alliances becoming more and
more dependent on the US Nuclear Umbrella.

It is absolutely critical, therefore, that news media in general and IDN-InDepthNews of the non-profit
International Press Syndicate group continue to focus attention on the dangers of nuclear warfare and the
central importance of new negotiations aimed at reducing nuclear risk and more optimally the total
abolition of all nuclear weapons. What we know, from past experience, is that when the mass media
focuses evidence-based attention on nuclear danger and risk, large scale public mobilisation and peace
movements emerge. When national peace movements become global, political leaders have no alternative
but to negotiate. So, thanks to INPS and IDN for their role in drawing attention to nuclear danger over the
years. The struggle has not finished. Let's hope that the States Parties Meeting of the signatories to the
TPNW will generate real political will to eradicate nuclear weapons forever. <>
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MESSAGE

From Ms Anna Ikeda, Representative to the UN, SGI, Program Coordinator for Disarmament,
SGI Office for UN Affairs

While the world has endured the two long years of the COVID-19
pandemic, the beginning of 2022 also saw another devastating news of
the war in Ukraine, which continues to cause much suffering in the
region at the time of this writing. What shocked the world in particular
about this conflict is the deep concern that it could escalate into a
nuclear war, and that the possibility feels quite real and urgent. For
example, a recent study revealed that most Americans think the war in
Ukraine has increased the possibility of nuclear weapons being used
anywhere in the world.

Personally, I have heard from some friends, who usually may not think
too much about nuclear weapons or the possibility of their use, that
they are worried. They would then ask what they can do about it. And
I think that's the key—in challenging times like this, it is through taking actions that we can remain hopeful.

For many people, nuclear weapons seem to be an abstract, distant topic, removed from their daily realities.
Many feel they lack knowledge or expertise to take action, or perhaps feel that what they do would not
make any difference. Now that the issue of nuclear weapons is in the public's mind more prominently, I
believe that the challenge is to provide them with not only the recent developments around geopolitics
surrounding the issue, but also to inform them that the consequences of any use of nuclear weapons—
whether by design or accident—would be utterly devastating, and that no country or a group of people,
under any circumstances, deserves to suffer such consequences.

The public should also be aware that there are many individuals—everyday people like them—taking
actions for a world without nuclear weapons, including the world's hibakusha who know too well the
sufferings caused by such demonic weapons.

This year, the world's governments are gathering for two important multilateral conferences on nuclear
weapons: the first Meeting of States Parties to the UN Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW) in June, and the Tenth Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) in August.

As someone who has participated in such UN fora as a representative of the SGI, I believe the civil society
has the power to demand accountability from the Member States and help shape the discourse, as
demonstrated in the work involved in the preparations, negotiations, and entry into force of the TPNW.

SGI has also continuously promoted non-formal education to raise awareness of the threat of nuclear
weapons and the importance of international instruments like the TPNW, and our members around the
world take part in these as awakened global citizens.

It is my earnest hope that the media outlets like INPS will report in such a way that would inspire and
compel people to take action. Rather than just provoking fear, I wish to see more stories that shed the
light on the humanity of all of us. <>
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Avoid Nuclear Arsenal in a Possible NATO-Russia War

Viewpoint by Ramesh Jaura

BERLIN (IDN) — "We affirm that a nuclear war cannot
be won and must never be fought," pledged the leaders
of the five nuclear-weapon states—China, France,
Russia, UK, and the United States—in a joint statement
on January 3, adding that they "consider the avoidance
of war" between them and "the reduction of strategic
risks" as their "foremost responsibilities". The five
nuclear-weapon states are also the five permanent
members (P5) of the UN Security Council, which has

primary responsibility for the maintenance
international peace and security.

Less than three months after the P5 committed
themselves to "work with all states to create a
security environment more conducive to progress
on disarmament with the ultimate goal of a world
without nuclear weapons with undiminished
security for all," Russian President Vladimir Putin
decided to raise alert level for the country's nuclear
forces.

The significance of the decision is underlined by the
fact that, according to the Stockholm International
Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) Yearbook 2021,
Russia possesses the largest number of nuclear
forces—6,375 as compared to 5,550 of the U.S.

Not surprisingly, UN Secretary-General Antodnio
Guterres has branded Russia's decision as a "bone-
chilling development". In remarks to the Press on
the war in Ukraine, he noted: "The prospect of
nuclear conflict, once unthinkable, is now back
within the realm of possibility".

Ten days later, on March 25, U.S. officials told The
Wall Street Journal that President Joseph R. Biden
has approved an old Obama-era policy that allows
for a potential nuclear response to deter
conventional and other non-nuclear dangers in
addition to nuclear ones. In doing so, he has
stepped back from a campaign vow, maintains
Daryl G. Kimball, executive director of the Arms
Control Association.

U.S. officials indicated that Biden’s policy will
declare that the "fundamental role" of the U.S.
nuclear arsenal will be to deter nuclear attacks.
Such a policy, the officials said, will leave open the
possibility that nuclear weapons could also be used
in "extreme circumstances" to deter conventional,

#Image right column: Russia test-launches ICBM RS-24: TASS

of

biological, chemical, and possibly cyberattacks by
adversaries.

"If the report is correct, President Biden will have
failed to follow through on his explicit 2020
campaign promise to adopt a much clearer and
narrower policy regarding nuclear weapons use,
and he will have missed a crucial opportunity to
move the world back from the nuclear brink," noted
Kimball.

Biden wrote in Foreign Affairs: "As I said in 2017, I
believe that the sole purpose of the U.S. nuclear
arsenal should be deterring—and, if necessary,
retaliating against—a nuclear attack. As president,
I will work to put that belief into practice, in
consultation with the U.S. military and U.S. allies."

Kimball finds that Putin's deadly war against
Ukraine, his nuclear sabre-rattling, and Russia’s
policy that reserves the option to use nuclear
weapons first in a conflict with NATO "underscore
even more clearly how extremely dangerous it is
for nuclear-armed states to threaten the use of
nuclear weapons in response to non-nuclear
threats".

Undoubtedly, it reinforces why it is necessary to
"move rapidly away from dangerous Cold War-era
thinking about nuclear weapons".

"Biden has apparently failed to seize his
opportunity to meaningfully narrow the role of
nuclear weapons and failed, through his NPR
(Nuclear Posture Review), to distinguish U.S.
nuclear policy from Russia’s dangerous nuclear
doctrine that threatens nuclear first use against
non-nuclear threats," Kimball adds.
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He continues: "There is no plausible military
scenario, no morally defensible reason, nor legally
justifiable basis for threatening or using nuclear
weapons first—if at all."

Kimball accentuates that Presidents Reagan, Biden,
Gorbachev, and even Putin have all said, a nuclear
war cannot be won and must never be fought.
"Once nuclear weapons are used in a conflict
between nuclear-armed states, there is no
guarantee it will not result in nuclear retaliation and
escalation to an all-out nuclear exchange."

Arms Control Association "strongly urge(s) the
administration to explain how Biden’s nuclear
weapons declaratory policy will differ from Russia’s
dangerous nuclear doctrine and under what
circumstances the United States might believe it
would make sense to initiate the use of nuclear
weapons for the first time since 1945”, when the
U.S. dropped the world's first deployed atomic
bomb over the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki.

Shannon Bugos, a senior policy analyst at the Arms
Control Association, has expressed the view that
"the final Biden NPR should also reiterate the
longstanding U.S. commitment to actively pursue
further verifiable reductions in the still bloated
nuclear stockpiles of the United States and Russia,
and to seek to engage China and other nuclear-
armed states in the disarmament enterprise". "The
sobering reality," she says, "is that it would take
just a few hundred U.S. or Russian strategic nuclear
weapons to destroy each other’s military capacity,
kill hundreds of millions of innocent people, and
produce a planetary climate catastrophe".

Maintaining ambiguity about using nuclear
weapons first is indeed "dangerous, illogical, and
unnecessary", she warns. Rebecca Johnson,

director of the Acronym Institute for Disarmament
Diplomacy, asks in an opinion piece in Open
Democracy: "how did we get back to believing that
nuclear war is possible? Why didn't 'nuclear
deterrence' stop this from happening? And what
comes next?"

The first thing to understand, she says, is that
deterrence is a routine part of most defence
strategies. "Deterrence is a relationship, not some
magical property attached to nuclear bombs.
Communications are key to the success or failure

of any deterrence strategy; no matter what threats
or weapons are being brandished, deterrence fails
when one or more protagonists miscalculate or
misunderstand either the situation, the signals or
the intentions of other parties. Relying on nuclear
weapons, however, is a gamble that risks
destroying the whole world." Nevertheless, there
are no signs of the nuclear-power states' departure
from deterrence. Subsequently, India, Pakistan,
Israel and North Korea do not see any reason to
forego their nuclear arsenal of 156, 165, 90 and
40-50 respectively.

The five nuclear-power states early January
reaffirmed commitment to their Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) obligations, including
their Article VI obligation "to pursue negotiations in
good faith on effective measures relating to
cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date
and to nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty on
general and complete disarmament under strict
and effective international control". But this pledge
has yet to be fulfilled.

As Dr M.V. Ramana, Professor and Simons Chair in
Disarmament, Global and Human Security &
Director, Liu Institute for Global Issues at the
School of Public Policy and Global Affairs, University
of British Columbia, Vancouver, told IDN, the
obligation to disarm applies not just to the nuclear-
weapon states under the NPT but also the other
four countries.

In 1996, the International Court of Justice
unanimously stated that "There exists an obligation
to pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion
negotiation leading to nuclear disarmament in all
its aspects under strict and effective international
control". That obligation applies to all states, he
noted. An obvious way to resolve the current
quagmire is signing the UN Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) and
eliminating the thousands of weapons in their
nuclear arsenals. Threats of deploying nuclear
weapons—by Russia or the U.S.—are far from
helpful. Arms control expert Miles A. Pomper,
Senior Fellow, James Martin Center for
Nonproliferation Studies, Middlebury, sees the war
in Ukraine as "an added strain but not a fatal blow
to the system that has helped to keep the world
from nuclear devastation". [IDN-InDepthNews - 26
March 2022]
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Growing Number of Corporations Against Investing in Nuclear Weapons

By Jaya Ramachandran

Image: Cover of the report 'Rejecting Risk’

GENEVA (IDN) — "The nuclear weapons narrative is changing. The implicit permission to make weapons
of mass destruction is getting revoked by governments, parliamentarians, cities and the financial sector,"
says a new report, released ahead of Russia's invasion of Ukraine, which marks a turning point in post-
Cold War history. Significantly, the Russian invasion has also triggered the fear of a third world war, which

would involve nuclear weapons.

The report 'Rejecting Risk: 101 policies against
nuclear weapons', has been published by the
Geneva-based International Campaign to Abolish
Nuclear Weapons, that was awarded the 2017
Nobel Peace Prize, and PAX, the largest peace
organization in Utrecht, the Netherlands.

It profiles 101 financial institutions with policies
that restrict investments in the companies
involved in the manufacture, development,
deployment, stockpiling, testing or use of nuclear
weapons. This, noes the report, is an increase of
24 compared to the previously published
research. Of these, 59 institutions have
comprehensive policies in place. They are listed
in the 'Hall of Fame'. 42 institutions have a policy
that is not all-inclusive. These are listed in the
'Runners-Up'.

The Hall of Fame profiles 59 financial institutions
that have adopted, implemented and published a
policy that comprehensively prevents any
financial involvement in nuclear weapon
producing companies. The institutions in the Hall
of Fame are based in Australia, Belgium, Canada,
Denmark, Finland, Germany, Ireland, Italy,
Luxembourg, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway,
Sweden, Switzerland, the Netherlands, United
Kingdom and the United States.

The 'Runners-Up' section highlights 42 financial
institutions that have taken the step to exclude
nuclear  weapon producers from  their
investments, but whose policy is not all-inclusive
in preventing all types of financial involvement
with nuclear weapon companies. These are are
based in Aotearoa/ New Zealand, Austria,
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Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany,
Ireland, Italy, Malaysia, Norway, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, the Netherlands, the United
Kingdom and the United States.

According to the report, the growing number of
financial institutions not investing in nuclear
weapon companies are citing the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) as part
of the justification for these exclusions in their
policies.

"There is a correlation between the growing
understanding of the private sector’s
involvement in nuclear weapons programmes,
and the number of policies excluding the
companies involved," notes the report.

There were 54 policies included in the 2016 'Don't
Bank on the Bomb' report before the TPNW was
negotiated. After the treaty was adopted, the
number rose to 77. Since the TPNW went into
effect, the number of known polices has
increased to over 100.

The Treaty was adopted by the Conference—by a
vote of 122 States in favour, with one vote
against and one abstention—at the United
Nations on July 7, 2017, and opened for
signature by the UN Secretary-General on
September 20, 2017. Following the deposit with
the Secretary-General of the 50th instrument of
ratification or accession of the Treaty on October
24, 2020, it entered into force on January 22,
2021 in accordance with its article 15.

The report accentuates that the growing numbers
of financial institutions listed provides a snapshot
of the emerging norm within the financial sector
to avoid companies contributing to existential
risks.

"In addition to the increase in identified policies,
the application of these policies is becoming more
comprehensive, illustrating financial institutional
recognition of their role in not condoning the
production of inhumane weapons."

The TPNW seems to be having a powerful impact,
and the report illustrates just one of the ways it

is doing so. Financial institutions representing
$3.9 trillion ($3,964,016,300,000) specifically
named the Treaty as a reason to exclude the
nuclear weapon industry from investment or
financing.

This represents about a quarter of all the assets
held by the financial institutions in the Hall of
Fame, a tremendous $14 trillion that is kept away
from the companies involved in nuclear weapons.

“Nuclear weapons are illegal under international
law, and investors are seeing the companies
behind the bomb for what they really are: a risky
business,” said report author Susi Snyder. “This
change in the legal landscape is already changing
the financial industry.”

If a company is doing something that presents a
sustainability, governance, human rights related
or other problem, financial institutions have a
choice whether they want to continue financing
problematic actors or not.

These problem companies need to generate
capital to continue their activities, and the voice
of investors can sometimes change problematic
behaviour. But, not always, and that's when
financial ties are severed and problem companies
are blacklisted. About half of the financial
institutions in 'Rejecting Risk' report publish a
blacklist.

The identification of policies for inclusion in this
report is based on peer recommendations. "With
a significant percentage of new wealth seeking
investment in funds with strong environmental,
social and governance criteria, along with the
Entry into Force of the Treaty on the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons, it can be estimated that the
number of policies excluding nuclear weapon
producers will continue to grow," says the report.

It continues: The financial sector always dances
with risk, for without a bit of risk there’s very
little reward. Yet, more than 100 institutions are
publicly stating the nuclear weapons business is
too risky and not worth any reward. [IDN-
InDepthNews - 21 March 2022]

ICAN is the international campaign to stigmatise,
prohibit & eliminate nuclear weapons.
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World’s Largest Arms Importers Include Nuclear Powers
By Thalif Deen*

Photo: Sikorsky HSS-2 Sea King US helicopter whose production has been licensed to manufacturers in UK, Italy,
Canada and Japan. Credit: US Navy

NEW YORK (IDN) — A significant spike in arms imports by Europe, East Asia and Oceania during the last
five years has reaffirmed the continuously sharp increase in global arms sales—a rising trend undaunted

by a faltering world economy or the two-year-long pandemic lockdown.

According to a new study by the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) released March
14, Asia and Oceania remained the largest importing region for major arms, receiving 43 per cent of

global transfers during 2017-21.

And six states in the region—India, Australia, China, South Korea, Pakistan and Japan—were among the

10 largest importers globally.

"Tensions between China and many states in Asia
and Oceania are the main driver of arms imports
in the region," said Siemon T. Wezeman, Senior
Researcher with the SIPRI Arms Transfers
Programme.

“"These tensions are also a major factor in US
arms transfers to the region. The USA remains
the largest supplier to Asia and Oceania, as arms
exports are an important element of US foreign
policy aimed at China.”

Of the world’s nine nuclear powers, four are in
Asia: India, Pakistan, China and North Korea,
while the remaining five include UK, US, France
and Russia, along with Israel (in the Middle East).

11

Paradoxically, five of the major nuclear powers—
UK, US, France, China and Russia—are also five
of the veto-wielding permanent members (P5) of
the UN Security Council, whose primary mandate
is the maintenance of international peace and
security.

But the implementation of that mandate is
largely in the hands of the P5—all of them armed
to the teeth with nuclear weapons and also
massive arsenals of conventional arms, including
fighter planes, combat helicopters, drones,
missiles, warships, battle tanks, armored
personnel carriers and heavy artillery, among
others.
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SIPRI's latest global arms exports and imports
report comes nearly six months after the findings
of the SIPRI Yearbook 2021, which assessed the
current state of armaments, disarmament, and
international security. A key finding is that
despite an overall decrease in the number of
nuclear warheads in 2020, more have been
deployed with operational forces.

"The overall number of warheads in global
military stockpiles now appears to be increasing,
a worrisome sign that the declining trend that has
characterized global nuclear arsenals since the
end of the cold war has stalled," said Hans M.
Kristensen, Associate Senior Fellow with SIPRI's
Nuclear Disarmament, Arms Control and Non-
proliferation Programme and Director of the
Nuclear Information Project at the Federation of
American Scientists (FAS).

"The last-minute extension of New START by
Russia and the USA in February ... was a relief,
but the prospects for additional bilateral nuclear
arms control between the nuclear superpowers
remain poor."

According to the SIPRI Yearbook 2021, Russia
and the USA together possess over 90 per cent
of global nuclear weapons. Both have extensive
and expensive programmes under way to replace
and modernize their nuclear warheads, missile
and aircraft delivery systems, and production
facilities.

"Both Russia and the USA appear to be increasing
the importance they attribute to nuclear weapons
in their national security strategies," said
Kristensen.

All the other seven nuclear-armed states are also
either developing or deploying new weapon
systems or have announced their intention to do
so. The UK’s 'Integrated Review of Security,
Defence, Development and Foreign Policy’,
published in early 2021, reversed a policy of
reducing the country’s nuclear arsenal and raised
its planned ceiling for nuclear weapons from 180
to 260.

China is in the middle of a significant
modernization and expansion of its nuclear
weapon inventory, and India and Pakistan also
appear to be expanding their nuclear arsenals.

Wezeman told IDN that Asia has been the region
with the largest arms imports, "which is of course

12

not so surprising considering the size of the
region". The Middle East ranked second, even
though it is a much smaller region in area and
more important population.

He pointed out that continuing or regular conflicts
in many countries in the region and deeply
entrenched threat perceptions feed a high
demand for arms.

"Not even Israel, which has an advanced arms
industry, can cater for its own demand for arms,
let alone any of the other states in the region."

The oil rich countries in the region, he argued,
have the means to buy significant volumes of
arms from abroad, several of other states have
good relations with states that are willing to
finance part of their arms imports.

"Efforts to build up national arms industries are
ongoing in several countries, especially Turkey,
the UAE and Saudi Arabia, but there is a long way
to go before that could result in major changes in
arms exports to the region," he declared.

Meanwhile, the small decrease in global arms
transfers masks large variations between
regional trends, said Wezeman.

"Whereas there were some positive
developments, including South American arms
imports reaching their lowest level in 50 years,
increasing or continuing high rates of weapons
imports to places like Europe, East Asia, Oceania
and the Middle East contributed to worrying arms
build-ups."

According to the SIPRI report, Middle Eastern
states imported 2.8 per cent more arms in 2017-
21, than they did in 2012-16. This followed an
86 per cent increase in arms imports to the
region between 2007-11 and 2012-16.

As the conflict in Yemen continued, and tensions
between Iran and other states in the region
remained high, arms imports played an
important role in security developments in the
Gulf.

Arms imports by Saudi Arabia—the world’s
second largest arms importer after India—
increased by 27 per cent between 2012-16 and
2017-21.

Qatar’'s arms imports grew by 227 per cent,
propelling it from the 22nd largest arms importer
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to the sixth largest. In contrast, arms imports by
the United Arab Emirates (UAE) shrank by 41 per
cent between 2012-16 and 2017-21, taking it
from the third largest to the ninth largest arms
importer globally.

All three states, plus Kuwait, have placed large
orders for major arms planned for delivery in the
coming years, said SIPRI.

Russia's invasion of Ukraine continues to
impact oil prices, pushing average regular gas
prices in the US above $4.33 a gallon—from
around $2.50 last year.

Asked if the projected phenomenal rise in oil
prices—triggered by the US ban on Russian oil
imports—would result in further increases in
arms purchases by countries such as Saudi
Arabia, UAE, Qatar and Kuwait, Wezeman told
IDN. Each of these countries has already
significant orders for major arms, with deliveries
planned in the coming years.

"The increase in oil prices—and thus increase in
government revenue—will facilitate potential
further arms procurement," he said.

However, he added, “it is too early to determine
if such orders will materialize—and if they do, it
will take some years before actual deliveries can
happen, not in the least when European demand
for arms is likely to increase and existing
production lines for weapons are limited in
output".

Meanwhile, Russia, which is at war with Ukraine
since February 24, accounted for 19 per cent of
all exports of major arms in 2017-21. But saw its
exports shrink by 26 per cent between 2012-16
and 2017-21.

The overall decrease in Russia's arms exports
was almost entirely due to a fall in arms
deliveries to two recipients: India and Viet Nam.
However, several large arms deliveries from
Russia to India are expected in the coming years.
[IDN-InDepthNews - 14 March 2022]

*Thalif Deen is a former Director, Foreign Military Markets at Defense Marketing Services,; Senior Defense
Analyst at Forecast International; and military editor Middle East/Africa at Jane’s Information Group, US.
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The World is Plunging into a Dangerous New Cold War 2.0

Viewpoint by Dr Joseph Gerson

The writer is President of the Campaign for Peace, Disarmament and Common Security

Image source: Los Angeles Times

NEW YORK (IDN) — Russia’s invasion of Ukraine
and Putin’s repeated tense threats to resort to
genocidal nuclear attacks if the West intervenes
more directly in Ukraine must be universally
condemned and opposed.

Despite Putin having told President Macron that
he intends to take all of Ukraine, as
demonstrations today are demanding, we must
press for an immediate ceasefire, withdrawal of
all foreign troops from Ukraine and negotiations.

Putin and the Russian nation did have a number
of legitimate security concerns: NATO’s violation
of the Paris Charter and the NATO-Russian
Founding Act, which guaranteed that none of the
OSCE nations would seek to reinforce their
security at the expense of another nation; the
presence of U.S., German and other NATO forces
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on Russia’s borders, and the potentially nuclear
first-strike related missile defences in Rumania
and Poland.

But clearly Putin’s ethnonationalist and great
power ambitions spurred the invasion which was
anything but justified. With Russian troops
surrounding Ukraine on three sides, Putin had the
diplomatic leverage to ensure that resolution of
his security concerns could have been addressed.

In track II discussions that involved senior
Russian, European and U.S. former officials and
advisors, a diplomatic path out of the gathering
storm was developed.

It included building a moratorium on new NATO
memberships, building on the Minsk 2
agreements to create a neutral and federated
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Ukrainian state, updating and renewing the
Intermediate Nuclear and Conventional Forces
Treaties, limitations on provocative military
exercises, and resumption of strategic stability
talks, and New START extension negotiations had
all been identified.

Even former U.S. Ambassador to Moscow,
Michael McFaul, whose hatred of Putin has long
been palpable, had written in Foreign Affairs that
it was time to negotiate a new Grand Bargain, a
Helsinki 2.0, with Moscow.

Nonetheless, Putin launched his brutal invasion.
Cuban Missile Crisis in slow motion

The U.S. and NATO could have done more to
prevent the war. Biden and Blinken should have
publicly recognized that given French and
German opposition to Ukraine ever joining NATO
that should have closed the “open door” to new
NATO, using a face-saving call for a 15-year
moratorium on new membership—that could be
extended.

Having failed to press the Ukrainian government
to fulfill its part of the Minsk 2 agreement, they
should have fully recommitted the United State
to the agreement stating the additional goal of
using it to negotiate creation of a neutral and
federated Ukrainian state to address Moscow’s
security concerns in ways that would have
preserved Ukrainian independence and
democracy.

Now Ukrainians and Russians are Kkilling one
another. Ukrainian cities are being devastated. At
least two million Ukrainians have fled their
homes. And the world is plunging into an
increasing dangerous new Cold War 2.0, also
described as a new Ice Age.

With the potential for incidents and
miscalculation to trigger great power nuclear or
cyberwar and the diversion of limited resources
from addressing essential human needs and the
climate emergency to fund new arms races and
militarization of our societies, humanity is
plunging into the darkest of times.

Putin’s nuclear threats are extremely dangerous.
He has described the massive and indiscriminate
economic sanctions that are cratering Russia’s
economy and leading Russians to rally behind
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their national leader and besieged nation as an
act of war.

This takes us closer to the brink of a Russia-NATO
war, especially if Biden bows to growing pressure
to impose a no-fly zone over Ukraine. With U.S.
and NATO planes shooting down Russian planes,
a great power—quite possibly a nuclear—war
would become inevitable. Short of that,
accidents, incidents, and miscalculations as the
war is now being fought could lead to the
unthinkable.

That Ukraine surrendered the nuclear weapons it
inherited from the Soviet Union in exchange for
the Budapest Memorandum’s guarantees of
territorial integrity and sovereignty, is already
leading to calls for the U.S. to deploy nuclear
weapons in Taiwan, for Japan and South Korea to
become nuclear powers and President Zelensky's
ill-advised threat at the Munich Security
Conference that in time Ukraine may again need
to become a nuclear power.

Faced with what analysts in both the U.S. and
Russia have described as a Cuban Missile Crisis
in slow motion, the world must rally with a NO!
to nuclear weapons and nuclear war that cannot
be ignored, as well as its demands for a ceasefire.
If there is a silver lining in this crisis—faint
though it may be—it is that the nuclear threats
and dangers are beginning to reawaken
humanity to the urgent need for the abolition of
nuclear weapons.

Midst the murderous warfare and nuclear threat,
there are also ironies. As ignominious as Putin’s
invasion and nuclear threat are, they mimic
decades, even centuries, of U.S. imperialism and
nuclear threats.

Russia’s pursuit of a buffer against foreign
intervention and a sphere of influence is the
mirror image of the centuries-old U.S. Monroe
Doctrine, which insists that the Western
Hemisphere is the U.S. sphere, in which it has
repeatedly toppled uncooperative governments
and threatened to initiate nuclear war during the
Cuban missile crisis.

As Daniel Ellsberg and others have documented,
during numerous international crises and wars,
U.S. presidents have repeatedly prepared and
threatened to initiate nuclear war to intimidate
our rivals or to ensure that no one will come to
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the aid of those the U.S. was determined to
attack.

Examples include the 1946 Iran crisis, Truman
and Eisenhower during the Korean War, Johnson
and Nixon during the Vietnam War, and Bush I &
IT on the eves of their Iraq wars, and Trump’s
“fire and fury” threat against North Korea.

As Walt Kelly, the artist who crafted Pogo
cartoons taught us, this crisis teaches us that
“"We have met the enemy and he is us.”
Hibakusha have long taught us that “Human
beings and nuclear weapons cannot coexist”.

And as Malcolm X might have said, U.S.
arrogance and its imperialism—including
repeated threats and preparations to initiate
nuclear war have brought the chickens home to
roost as we are all threatened by Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine and its nuclear threats.

Wisdom is urgently needed to ensure that as the
fever of war continues to build, no one pulls too
hard on the Gordian Knot that could trigger a
nuclear war. Assuming that we survive this war,
like all other wars, it will end with diplomatic
negotiations.

We should insist that the agreements provide for
Ukrainian independence and sovereignty and
that the 1990s' promise of a Common Security
replaces the momentum for a disastrous 21st-
century ice age.

Stripped of our illusions, much as we did in
winning the Limited Test Ban Treaty, the Nuclear
Weapons Freeze, and the INF Treaty, we must all
do what we can to lead the brutal great powers
to life-affirming nuclear disarmament, new arms
control agreements, and a path toward the
elimination of these omnicidal weapons. [IDN-
InDepthNews - 09 March 2022]

CIA reference photograph of Soviet medium-range ballistic missile (SS-4 in U.S. documents, R-12 in Soviet
documents) in Red Square, Moscow. Wikimedia Commons

16



TOWARD A WORLD WITHOUT NUCLEAR WEASPONS

Is World War III a Nuclear Reality or an Empty Threat?
By Thalif Deen

Image: Nuclear warfare is a common theme of World War III scenarios. Such a conflict has been hypothesized to
result in human extinction. Source: Wikimedia Commons.

UNITED NATIONS (IDN) — A Russian news agency quoted on March 2 Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov’s
dire warning: If a third world war (WWIII) breaks out, it would involve nuclear weapons—and be

destructive.

At a virtual Geneva meeting on disarmament, he also hinted that Ukraine has been seeking nuclear
weapons to counter the Russian invasion—a rumour that remains unconfirmed.

Meanwhile, a former Ukrainian Prime Minister
Oleksiy Honcharuk repeated similar fears
speculating that the Russian invasion could be the
start of a third world war.

Are nuclear warnings and fears of a potential
World War III political realities or just empty
threats?

Dr Rebecca Eleanor Johnson, former president of
the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear
Weapons (ICAN), and author of the 2022 report
'Nuclear weapons are banned: What does that
mean for Britain?', told IDN "Putin invaded
Ukraine and then put Russia's nuclear weapons on
high alert.
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His egregious aggression, she said, demonstrates
the existential dangers attached to nuclear
deterrence theories:

“We've been warning for years that deterrence is
a communication with an adversary, and if that
goes wrong, then nuclear-armed leaders are likely
to threaten and use nuclear weapons, with
disastrous humanitarian consequences."

She pointed out that nuclear weapons and threats
were embedded in the defence policies of Russia
and NATO (countries of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization) in the early 1950s and since then,
they have driven proliferation and insecurity
around the world.



TOWARD A WORLD WITHOUT NUCLEAR WEASPONS

“The war on Ukraine is a terrible reminder of what
can go wrong if any leader’s possession of atomic
weapons and illusions of nuclear deterrence go
wrong. Putin, like Trump, Kim Jong-un, and other
nuclear-armed leaders, has trumpeted nuclear
threats before,” Dr Johnson said.

The difference now is that Putin is increasingly
cornered by his invasion and the war crimes
already committed through the use of thermobaric
weaponry and so-called 'conventional' explosives
against Ukraine's cities and civilians, she added.

Meanwhile, the world’s nuclear forces are also a
grim reminder—and ominously frightening—of the
potential disaster facing the world, with nine of the
world’s nuclear powers, namely the US, Russia,
UK, France, China, India, Pakistan, Israel and
North Korea, on virtual nuclear-readiness.

According to the Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute (SIPRI), the nine nuclear-
armed states together possessed an estimated
13,080 nuclear weapons at the start of 2021. This
marked a decrease from the 13,400 that SIPRI
estimated these states possessed at the beginning
of 2020.

Despite this overall decrease, the estimated
number of nuclear weapons currently deployed
with operational forces increased to 3825, from
3720 last year. Around 2000 of these—nearly all
of which belonged to Russia or the US—were kept
in a state of high operational alert.

Ray Acheson, Director of Disarmament, Women's
International League for Peace and Freedom, told
IDN Putin’s threat to use nuclear weapons and his
decision to heighten the alert level of Russian
nuclear forces underscores the inherent risk posed
by the existence of nuclear weapons.

“Whether or not nuclear weapons are used in this
war, in the sense of being detonated, they are
already being used to help facilitate Putin’s
invasion of and war against Ukraine.”

But this is not just an issue of Russia having
nuclear weapons, she argued.

Three NATO members—France, the United
Kingdom, and the United States—also possess
nuclear weapons, and US nuclear bombs are
stored on the territory of five other NATO
members—Belgium, Germany, Italy, Netherlands,
and Turkey.
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Each and every one of these nuclear weapons is a
threat to peace and security. A nuclear war would
be catastrophic, threatening all life on Earth, said
Acheson.

“As long as these weapons exist, there is a risk
that they will be detonated. As long as these
weapons exist, they will be used to threaten and
intimidate. As long as these weapons exist, they
will extract billions of dollars towards their
maintenance, modernisation, and deployment,
when that money is so desperately needed to
confront climate change and provide for social
good,” she warned.

The Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW) outlaws the threat to use nuclear
weapons, as well as the use, development, and
possession of these weapons.

“All states must join the TPNW and support the
global ban on nuclear bombs. The nuclear-armed
states, and the other countries that host nuclear
weapons, must renounce mass destruction as an
alleged security policy and eliminate their
arsenals, before it’s too late,” she added.

“This is a moment for people around the world to
wake up to the nuclear threat. This is not an
historical issue. We all live with the grave prospect
of nuclear war every day, and we must take action
to remove this threat once and for all,” Acheson
declared.

Asked if Putin would order nuclear weapons to be
fired, Dr Johnson said: “Yes, sadly I think he
might, through miscalculation, ego or fear of
failing to defeat Ukrainian resistance. Don't be
fooled by talk of 'tactical nuclear weapons'—that's
just military jargon. If Putin is not stopped by
Russian officials, and his orders result in the
atomic incineration of cities, this would be a
terrible war crime and crime against humanity,
with massive existential risks."

"Most of the world backed the UN Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons because they
understood our evidence and arguments about
the need to ban the possession as well as use and
deployments of nuclear weapons to prevent
nuclear war. Putin's invasion, combined with
NATOQO's expansion and failed wars of choice in Iraq
and Afghanistan for the past three decades, have
led to Ukraine's suffering and this escalating
crisis," she added.
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Dr Johnson said Ukraine is trapped between
Russia and NATO, which hold some 12,000
nuclear weapons.

ICAN-connected studies have shown what is at
risk when nuclear weapons are possessed and
brandished by anyone.

Predatory, narcissistic people like Putin are
psychologically prone to take risks, miscalculate,
and follow their threats and failures by upping the
ante with more aggressive and reckless actions.

“If they are given military power and nuclear
weapons, that's when failures of deterrence lead
to 'use them or lose them' panics and the nuclear
war that complacent militaries have refused to
prevent when they could have eliminated these
terrible weapons of mass destruction (WMD)," she
declared.

After Putin put Russian nuclear forces on 'special
alert', Boris Johnson said the UK was doing the
same. Studies by Scientists for Global
Responsibility and John Ainslie concluded that if 8
of the UK's Trident nuclear missiles were fired at
Moscow and five other Russian cities, they would
murder millions of civilians and throw mushroom
clouds of radioactive dust high into the
atmosphere, causing global catastrophe through
nuclear winter and mass starvation.

“This isn't a theoretical game Putin and NATO are
playing, it's real life," declared Dr Johnson.

According to SIPRI, while the US and Russia
continued to reduce their overall nuclear weapon
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inventories by dismantling retired warheads in
2020, both are estimated to have had around 50
more nuclear warheads in operational deployment
at the start of 2021 than a year earlier.

Russia also increased its overall military nuclear
stockpile by around 180 warheads, mainly due to
the deployment of more multi-warhead land-
based intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs)
and sea-launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs).

Both countries’ deployed strategic nuclear forces
remained within the limits set by the 2010 Treaty
on Measures for the Further Reduction and
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (New
START), although the treaty does not limit total
nuclear warhead inventories.

The overall number of warheads in global military
stockpiles now appears to be increasing, a
worrisome sign that the declining trend that has
characterized global nuclear arsenals since the
end of the cold war has stalled, said Hans M.
Kristensen, Associate Senior Fellow with SIPRI's
Nuclear Disarmament, Arms Control and Non-
proliferation Programme and Director of the
Nuclear Information Project at the Federation of
American Scientists (FAS).

The last-minute extension of New START by
Russia and the USA in February this year was a
relief, but the prospects for additional bilateral
nuclear arms control between the nuclear
superpowers remain poor, he added. [IDN-
InDepthNews - 08 March 2022]
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Latin American and Caribbean Countries Support the Nuclear Test Ban

By Reinhard Jacobsen

Photo: CTBTO Executive Secretary Floyd meets Dominica’s Prime Minister, Roosevelt Skerrit.Credit: CTBTO

VIENNA (IDN) — The Commonwealth of
Dominica announced its decision early February
to join the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT) that bans nuclear explosions by
everyone, everywhere—on the Earth's surface, in
the atmosphere, underwater and underground.

The Treaty was signed 26 years ago but it has
yet to enter into force.

The reason: though 185 countries have signed
the CTBT, of which 170 have ratified it, 44
specific nuclear technology holder countries have
yet to sign and ratify it, including three of the
nuclear weapon States: France, the Russian
Federation and the United Kingdom.

Of these eight are still missing: China, Egypt,
India, Iran, Israel, North Korea, Pakistan and the
USA. India, North Korea and Pakistan have yet to
sign the CTBT. The last Annex 2 State to ratify
the Treaty was Indonesia on February 6, 2012.
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According to the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
Ban Treaty Organization (CTBTO), with
headquarters in Vienna, Dominica's commitment
to sign the CTBT, underlines the Treaty's
universal recognition across Latin America and
the Caribbean and highlights the region’s
leadership in non-proliferation and disarmament.

Subsequent to Cuba’s signature and ratification
of the CTBT in February 2021, Dominica’s
signature will mean all 33 countries in the region
will be States Signatories to the Treaty.

"This marks a new era of partnership with
Dominica, and I look forward to further
strengthening the norm against nuclear testing
together," said Robert Floyd, CTBTO Executive
Secretary, who met the Caribbean nation's Prime
Minister Roosevelt Skerrit on February 7

Floyd was on his first visit to the region since
taking over the CTBTO in August 2021 from Dr
Lassina Zerbo of Burkina Faso. His 10-day visit
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included engagements in Barbados, Dominica,
Costa Rica and Mexico, offering an opportunity to
deepen engagement with key regional partners.

The importance of the visit is underlined by the
fact that the states of Latin America and the
Caribbean are committed and engaged advocates
of the CTBT and important technical partners to
the CTBTO, hosting 43 of the organization’s 337
International Monitoring System (IMS) facilities
and contributing important technical and
scientific expertise to the global alarm system
designed to detect nuclear tests.

The Treaty of Tlatelolco (the Treaty for the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America
and the Caribbean), which opened for signature
in 1967, established the world’s first nuclear-
weapon-free zone in a densely populated area.

Speaking in Mexico at an event marking that
CTBT’s 55th anniversary, Floyd stressed the
region’s integral role in achieving the shared
vision of a world free of nuclear tests. CTBTO
Executive Secretary Floyd said: "The Latin
America and Caribbean region can stand tall and
proud of its long history of leadership in nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament.

Soon you will also be able to celebrate with pride
and solidarity when every state in this region will
have also ratified the CTBT. Latin America and
the Caribbean States, I honour you."

In Barbados, the first leg of his tour, the
Executive Secretary met senior officials including
the Minister of Foreign Affairs and Foreign Trade,
Jerome Xavier Walcott, and expressed his
appreciation for the Caribbean state’s diplomatic
support for the CTBT.

He also explored capacity-building initiatives for
the Eastern Caribbean region and Small Island
Developing States (SIDS) and met technical
experts from various government agencies to
expand cooperation in the use of CTBTO data in
climate change adaptation and disaster risk
management in a country affected by tropical
storms and hurricanes.

Following his visits to Barbados and Dominica,
Floyd travelled to Costa Rica, which hosts the
CTBTO’s auxiliary seismic station AS25 at Las
Juntas de Abangares, overseen by the country’s
Volcanological and Seismological Observatory,
OVSICORI.
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“I have been impressed with the depth of
technical capability and the active diplomacy in
this country,” he said, praising Costa Rica’s non-
proliferations efforts.

“I am also encouraged to hear a vision, which is
about strong domestic implementation of
responsibilities.”

Engaging with students and staff at the United
Nations-backed University for Peace in San José,
Floyd joined the long-standing tradition of
planting a corteza amarilla, a timber tree native
to the region, as a symbol for CTBTO'’s
engagement in educating and empowering the
next generation.

Floyd’s final destination was Mexico, where he
delivered an address at an event hosted by the
Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America and the Caribbean (OPANAL) to
mark the 55th anniversary of the Tlatelolco
Treaty.

"What I find most powerful about the Treaty of
Tlatelolco is that it allows countries in the region
to speak in one voice on the issue of nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation, as well as
work together to promote collective security,
disarmament education and training,” he said.

The CTBTO chief also met Foreign Minister
Marcelo Ebrard, a long-standing supporter of the
CTBT, to discuss Mexico’'s engagement to
advance the universalization and entry into force
of the Treaty. The country hosts five IMS
facilities: three auxiliary seismic, one
hydroacoustic and a radionuclide station with
noble gas system.

At the Instituto Matias Romero, which educates
and trains Mexican diplomats, Floyd discussed
the state of play of the CTBT and the global
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament
architecture. [IDN-InDepthNews — 25 February
2022]
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Nuclear Disarmament Requires Prompt Resolution, Says a Buddhist Peacebuilder

By Ramesh Jaura

Photo: SGI President Daisaku Ikeda. Credit: Seikyo Shimbun

BERLIN | TOKYO (IDN) — Along with the United Nations, the community-based Buddhist organisation
Soka Gakkai International (SGI) offers a beacon of hope particularly when the world is plagued by crises

threatening the survival of humankind.

Every year since 1983, SGI President Daisaku Ikeda, a Buddhist philosopher, peacebuilder and educator,
has issued a peace proposal. His latest—and the 40th—titled "Transforming Human History: The Light of

Peace and Dignity"—was released on January 26.

He advances concrete proposals on "three key
issue areas that require prompt resolution for the
sake of current and future generations": climate
justice, inclusive education and nuclear
disarmament.

SGI comprises 192 countries and territories and
is an NGO in consultative status with the United
Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOCQC).

Dr Ikeda points out: "Even in the midst of the
COVID-19 crisis, the world’s military
expenditures have continued to grow. There are
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more than 13,000 nuclear warheads in current
stockpiles, and modernization continues with no
end in sight. There is grave concern that we may
see a further buildup of the global nuclear
arsenal."

The pandemic has also brought to light, he adds,
new risks surrounding nuclear weapons by
creating situations that could disrupt the chain of
command: political leaders of nuclear-weapon
states have had to temporarily transfer power to
their deputies due to COVID-19 infection. There
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were also major outbreaks aboard a nuclear-
powered aircraft carrier and a guided missile
destroyer.

Dr Ikeda warns against "the danger of continuing
to embrace an overconfidence that we will be
spared the catastrophe of nuclear weapons use".
He adds: "It is only thanks to a combination of
good luck and certain individuals preventing
incidents from escalating disastrously that we
have not seen another instance of the use of

nuclear weapons since the bombings of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki."
In "a fluid international environment, where

guardrails have either been eroded or are
completely absent," Dr Ikeda continues, "we can
no longer afford to rely solely on such human
factors or good luck".

At present, the only remaining bilateral
framework for nuclear disarmament is the New
Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (New START),
which Russia and the United States agreed to
extend in February 2021.

The Conference to the review the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)
every five years—NPT Review Conference—
previously scheduled for January has been
postponed due to the impact of the pandemic. A
rescheduled meeting to be held this coming
August is now being considered. The last Review
Conference, held in 2015, failed to adopt a final
document, and this failure must not be repeated,
he declares.

Dr Ikeda urges the parties to agree on concrete
measures to comply with the pledge in the
preamble of the NPT: "to make every effort to
avert the danger of such a war".

The NPT is often seen to be based on a central
bargain: the NPT non-nuclear-weapon states
agree never to acquire nuclear weapons and the
NPT nuclear-weapon states in exchange agree to
share the benefits of peaceful nuclear technology
and to pursue nuclear disarmament aimed at the
ultimate elimination of their nuclear arsenals.

Dr Ikeda maintains that the spirit reaffirmed by
the joint statement of the five nuclear-weapon
states—that "a nuclear war cannot be won and
must never be fought"—was first enunciated
during the Cold War when US President Ronald
Reagan (1911-2004) and Soviet General
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Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev met in Geneva in
November 1985. The importance of the spirit that
animated the 1985 Geneva summit was also
referenced in the statement issued after the US-
Russia summit held in June 2021.

SGI President Ikeda urges the UN Security
Council "to create an opportunity to discuss the
steps needed to bring the era of nhuclear weapons
to an end, adopting the outcome of those
deliberations in a resolution, thereby initiating a
process of fundamental transformation”.

To break out the current impasse, marked by the
heightened risk that nuclear weapons will be
used, Dr Ikeda believes that it is most urgent to
find a way of "detoxifying" ourselves from current
nuclear-dependent security doctrines.

National security may be a concern of overriding
importance to nuclear weapon states. But what
meaning can there possibly be in continued
dependence on nuclear weapons, he argues,
when they are capable of causing such
devastating damage to both the opposing
country and one’s own, and can irrevocably
undermine the very foundations of humanity’s
survival?

From this standpoint, he says, there is
compelling need for beginning the process of
detoxification by redirecting our focus from the
actions of other countries to those of our own. In
this way, all states can start to fulfill the pledge
in the preamble of the NPT and truly "make every
effort to avert the danger of such a war".

With an eye on the Summit of the Group of Seven
(G7)—comprising Canada, France, Germany,
Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom, and the United
States—that will take place in Japan in 2023,
President Ikeda proposes concurrently a high-
level meeting in Hiroshima on reducing the role
of nuclear weapons, with the participation of the
leaders of non-G7 countries.

Hiroshima and Nagasaki are the two cities over
which the U.S. dropped two atomic bombs on
August 6 and 9, 1945, respectively.

SGI President Ikeda notes that this past January
21, Japan and the United States issued a joint
statement on the NPT. In it, the two governments
declare: "The atomic bombings of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, forever ingrained in the world’s
memory, serve as stark reminders that the 76-
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year record of non-use of nuclear weapons must
be maintained."

Significantly, they also call on political leaders,
youth and others to visit Hiroshima and Nagasaki
to increase awareness of the horrors of nuclear
weapons use.

He recalls that on January 3, the leaders of the
five nuclear-weapon states issued a statement on
preventing nuclear war and avoiding arms races.
He calls on the UN Security Council to use this
joint statement as the basis for a resolution
urging the five nuclear-weapon states—the
United States, Russia, the United Kingdom,
China, and France, the five permanent members
of the UN Security Council often known as the
P5—to take concrete measures to fulfil their
obligations to nuclear disarmament stipulated by
Article VI of the NPT.

The SGI President's second proposal relates to
the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons

(TPNW): he strongly urges the participation of
both Japan and other nuclear-dependent states
and the nuclear-weapon states as observers in
the first meeting of states parties to the TPNW
when it is held.

He also suggests that a commitment be made at
this meeting to create a permanent secretariat to
ensure fulfilment of the obligations and
international cooperation stipulated in the TPNW.

The crucial stage has now been reached in efforts
to abolish nuclear weapons, and completing this
task is how we can fulfil our responsibility to the
future.

"Firm in this belief," Dr Ikeda pledges, "the SGI
will continue to advance, growing the solidarity
of civil society with a special focus on youth,
toward the creation of a culture of peace where
all can enjoy the right to live in authentic
security”. [IDN-InDepthNews - 21 February
2022]

A Politically Isolated North Korea Garners Support from two Nuclear Powers at the UN
By Thalif Deen

Photo: North Korean farmers in a field. Wikimedia Commons.
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UNITED NATIONS (IDN) North Korea, long
described as a “hermit kingdom”, apparently isn’t
living in total political isolation or is cut off from the
rest of the world.

Or so it seems, judging by the failure of the US and
some of its UN allies to impose sanctions on five
North Korean officials—sanctions really aimed at a
country which continues to defy the West with its
multiple ballistic nuclear tests.

A proposal to impose sanctions on the North
Koreans, at a close-door meeting of the UN Security
Council (UNSC) on January 19, was blocked by two
of the permanent members in the Council: China
and Russia.

If the US proposal was later introduced as a formal
resolution in the Council chamber, it would have
been vetoed by, not one, but two of the big powers
in the UNSC. But the US, conscious of the possible
consequences, refused to take that path

Asked about North Korea’s seventh ballistic missile
test in a single month—and the longest-range
missile tested since 2017—US Ambassador Linda
Thomas-Greenfield told ABC TV on January 30: “It
is provocative, and it is something that we have
very, very strongly condemned in the Security
Council”.

“The United States, as you know, imposed unilateral
sanctions in the past few weeks against the DPRK
(the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea or North
Korea). And we have pushed for sanctions within
the Security Council. And I will be engaging with our
allies—the Koreans, as well as Japanese, who are
also threatened by this—to look at other options for
responding”.

Asked whether it is time for President Joe Biden to
engage personally with North Korean leader Kim
Jong-un, she said: “You know, we have been clear
on that from the beginning. We are open to having
diplomatic discussions. We've offered this over and
over to the DPRK. And they've not accepted it. But
we're absolutely open to a diplomatic engagement
without preconditions. Our goal is to end the
threatening actions that the DPRK is taking against
their neighbors.”

Following North Korea’s first nuclear test, the
Security Council initially imposed sanctions on DPRK
in 2006 and additional sanctions in response to
further nuclear tests triggering economic hardships
in the country.

Meanwhile, despite all the humanitarian assistance
from the United Nations to a country suffering from
food shortages, North Korea continued with its
nuclear weapons program unhindered.

According to a 2019 report from the Rome-based
World Food Programme (WFP), there were 11
million people undernourished (2019 Needs and
Priorities report) and 1 in 5 children stunted in a
population of 25.5 million people.

John Delury, a professor of history at the Yonsei
University in Seoul, was quoted in the New York
Times January 28 as saying: “No amount of
sanctions could create the pressures that Covid-19
created in the past two years. Yet do we see North
Korea begging and saying: "take our weapons and
give us some aid"?

"The North Koreans will eat grass", he said, rather
than give up their nuclear weapons—a quote
reminiscent of a famous statement made by
Pakistan’s Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali Bhutto who
said: “We will eat grass, even go hungry, but we will
get one of our own (nuclear bombs). We have no
other choice!” Bhutto’s statement followed India’s
“peaceful” nuclear explosion in 1974.

Of the world’s nine nuclear powers, four are from
Asia: China, India, Pakistan and North Korea, while
the remaining five include the US, UK, Russia,
France and Israel.

Joseph Gerson, President of the Campaign for
Peace, Disarmament and Common Security, and
Vice-President of the International Peace Bureau,
told IDN the nuclear crisis with Korea has multiple
origins, not the least of which are the numerous
times, beginning in the Korean War, that the US has
prepared and threatened to attack North Korea with
nuclear weapons and missed opportunities by 21st
century US presidents.

President George W. Bush, he pointed out, made a
massive error when he rejected the comprehensive
agreement with North Korea negotiated by former
Secretary of Defense Perry and former Secretary of
State Albright. It was then that Pyongyang began
its nuclear weapons tests.

President Barack Obama pursed the failed policy of
"benign neglect" during which North Korea
advanced both its nuclear and missile capacities.
Then, the refusal of President Trump and National
Security Advisor Bolton to pursue a step-by-step
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nuclear arms control with North Korea was another
lost opportunity, said Gerson.

“North Korea, an isolated, authoritarian and highly
militarized state has felt threatened by US-South
Korean war games which have included practice
runs for regime change in Pyongyang.” He said
North Korea has insisted that before progress in
disarmament negotiations can be made, the US
much cease its hostile policies directed against it.

“With the Biden Administration focused on
reinforcing US power and influence in Europe, and
now on the Ukraine crisis with Russia, and the
priorities that Biden and Blinken have been giving
to increasing containment pressures on China, little
attention in Washington has been devoted to Korea.
Hence Kim Jong UN's recent disturbing missile
tests,” declared Gerson.

An important step that the Biden Administration
should take to signal an end to the United States'
hostile approach to North Korea, would be finalizing
a declaration with Seoul, now under discussion,
declaring an end to the 72-year-old Korean War.
“More will be needed, but it would be an important
first step in building the mutual trust and confidence
essential to denuclearizing the Korean Peninsula
and Northeast Asia,” he noted.

Kevin Martin, President, Peace Action Coordinator,
Korea Peace Network, told IDN "“I think it's
unfortunate, but mostly consistent with DPRK
actions over the years/decades”. The North Korean
government still feels, quite reasonably, insecure
with the US/South Korea (and you can throw in
Japan) military alliance arrayed against it, what it
terms the "hostile policy."

The Biden Administration should commence much
more urgent and serious diplomacy with North
Korea, and quickly while South Korean President
Moon Jae-in is still in office as a partner for peace,
said Martin.

Christine Ahn, executive director of Women Cross
DMZ (De-Militarized Zone), a global movement of
women mobilizing to end the Korean war and
ensure women’s leadership in peace building, told
IDN “I think the takeaway of North Korea’s 7th
launch this month is that it's demonstrating its

ability to deter any unilateral first strike from the
us”.

Despite all its overtures of willing to talk to the
DPRK, “anywhere, anytime,” the US’ “hostile” policy
has not shifted one slight bit. In fact, Biden just
appointed Philip Goldberg as US ROK (Republic of
Korea) Ambassador who is most known as a
sanctions-enforcer and regime change. This signals
that the US is ready to dig in its heels and continue
its failed policies of military exercises and sanctions,
which only embolden North Korea to further
strengthen its military capability. “This is a
dangerous game of brinkmanship that can be
resolved with genuine diplomacy towards replacing
the ceasefire with a peace agreement,” said Ahn.

According to the WFP website, the DPRK continues
to face a wide range of food and nutrition security
challenges, which add to the protracted
humanitarian situation in the country.

Agriculture annually falls short of meeting food
needs, due to shortages of arable land, lack of
access to modern agricultural equipment and
fertilizers, and recurrent natural disasters.
Droughts, floods, typhoons and heatwaves continue
to affect the country every year, causing soil
leeching, erosion, landslides and damage to crops
and infrastructure.

Even minor disasters can significantly reduce
agricultural production and the availability of food,
stressing communities” already limited coping
capacities.In late 2018 a severe heat wave in the
provinces considered to be the ‘food basket’ of the
country pushed temperatures 11 degrees higher
than average. This was followed in late August 2018
by Typhoon Soulik that brought heavy rains to
South Hamgyong and Kangwon provinces, as well
as flash floods to North and South Hwanghae
provinces.

Economic and political issues add further difficulties,
with restrictions on international trade and
investments imposed by the United Nations Security
Council. In February 2021, the WFP said the
country’s  pandemic-related restrictions have
“curtailed” the group’s ability to bring in food,
deploy staff members and monitor its aid program.
[IDN-InDepthNews - 30 January 2022]
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Clarion Call for Policies to End the Nuclear Arms Race

By Ramesh Jaura

Photo: Protest in Bonn, West Germany against the nuclear arms race between the U.S./NATO and the then
Soviet Union. Wikimedia Commons.

BERLIN | PRAGUE (IDN) — On January 24, 1946, the United Nations General Assembly adopted by
consensus its very first resolution Resolution 1 (I), which established a commission of the UN Security
Council to ensure "the elimination from national armaments of atomic weapons and all other major

weapons adaptable to mass destruction".

The Resolution is entitled "Establishment of a
Commission to Deal with the Problems Raised by
the Discovery of Atomic Energy". Recalling the
anniversary of the General Assembly identifying
nuclear disarmament as a leading goal of the
United Nations, a global network of organizations
and eminent persons from around the world have
in an Open Letter urged nuclear weapons states to
adopt no-first-use and other policies to ensure a
nuclear war is never fought.

The letter, so far endorsed by over 1000
signatories from 69 countries, was delivered on
January 24 to leaders of the "nuclear five" and to
heads of governments of the other 185 countries
which are States Parties to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). The
"nuclear five" are China, France, Russia, the United
Kingdom, and the United States—also known as
the P5 because they are permanent members of
the UN Security Council.

The Open Letter, entitled "Fulfil the NPT: From
nuclear threats to human security," was organized
by NoFirstUse Global, a global network of
organizations, academics, policy makers and civil
society advocates.
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They include former government ministers,
ambassadors, and parliamentarians, two former
presidents of the UN General Assembly, former
military commanders, Nobel laureates, leading
scientists, religious leaders, business leaders, and
leading representatives  of  civil society
organizations from around the world.

The Open Letter calls on nuclear weapon states to
end the nuclear arms race by stopping nuclear
weapons production, to phase out the role of
nuclear weapons in security policies starting by
adopting no-first-use policies, to commit to
eliminating their nuclear weapons no later than
2045, the 75th anniversary of the NPT, and to shift
budgets and public investments from the nuclear
weapons industry to supporting public health,
climate stabilization, and sustainable development.

It reminds the States Parties to the NPT that they
have a legal and moral obligation to prevent
nuclear war and to work in good faith to achieve a
nuclear-weapon-free world, and also that they
currently have opportunities to do so.

"First-use options are literally playing with fire in
very combustible situations and have nearly led to
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a nuclear war being initiated by mistake or
miscalculation," the Open Letter states.

"Unilateral no-first-use declarations, bilateral no-
first-use agreements and/or a multilateral no-first-
use agreement can reduce these risks....These can
be followed by nuclear force restructuring and
operational controls to implement no-first-use
policies, and to build credibility and confidence in
the policies to further reduce nuclear risks. And
most importantly, the adoption of no-first-use or
sole purpose policies could open the door to the
nuclear armed states and their allies joining
negotiations for the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons."

The Open Letter is prompted by growing tensions
between nuclear weapons states, with their nuclear
weapons in a state of high readiness, and a
renewed nuclear arms race in which all of the P5
countries are modernizing their nuclear arsenals.
These conditions have elevated the risk of nuclear
war breaking out, whether by malice (intentional
escalation), miscalculation, misinformation,
malfeasance (unauthorised use), or malfunction
(accidental use).

Precisely against this backdrop, a joint statement
by US organizations on January 12 called for
eliminating ICBMs. It argued: "Intercontinental
ballistic missiles are uniquely dangerous, greatly
increasing the chances that a false alarm or
miscalculation will result in nuclear war. There is
no more important step the United States could
take to reduce the chances of a global nuclear
holocaust than to eliminate its ICBMs.

The statement refers to former Defence Secretary
William Perry who explained, "If our sensors
indicate that enemy missiles are en route to the
United States, the president would have to
consider launching ICBMs before the enemy
missiles could destroy them; once they are
launched, they cannot be recalled. The president
would have less than 30 minutes to make that
terrible decision".

Perry further wrote: "First and foremost, the United
States can safely phase out its land-based
intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) force, a key
facet of Cold War nuclear policy. Retiring the ICBMs
would save considerable costs, but it isn't only
budgets that would benefit. These missiles are
some of the most dangerous weapons in the world.
They could even trigger an accidental nuclear war."
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Besides, the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists has
announced that its Doomsday Clock would remain
set at 100 seconds to midnight for the third year in
a row—closer to midnight than ever in its history—
attesting to a continued high level of risk from
today’s nuclear arsenals and nuclear policies.

The endorsers of the Open Letter recall that on
January 3, the P5 countries released a joint
statement in preparation for the 2022 Review
Conference of the NPT (meanwhile postponed until
August 2022 due to Covid-19) in which they
affirmed that "a nuclear war cannot be won and
must never be fought". But the P5 also re-affirmed
the role of nuclear weapons in their security
policies.

This is how some of the eminent endorsers of the
Open Letter have commented on the current state
of affairs as follows:

Maria Fernanda Espinosa, former Foreign Minister
of Ecuador and President of the 73rd UN General
Assembly says: "Nuclear weapons threaten current
and future generations. They cannot resolve the
conflicts between countries, and they are counter-
productive to the human security issues of today
and tomorrow—the COVID pandemic, climate
crisis, food  security, cybersecurity, and
achievement of the sustainable development goals.
It's time to fulfil the NPT and the goal established
by the UN in 1946 to eliminate nuclear weapons
globally."

Ambassador Thomas Graham Jr., Chair of the
Global Security Institute Nonpartisan Security
Group and Head of the United States Delegation to
the 1995 NPT Review and Extension Conference,
has warned: "Tensions generated by the Iran
situation, the North Korean issue, rapidly
increasing temperatures from climate change and
other critical issues have made the possibility of
nuclear war more likely today than 10-15 years
ago."

He adds: "One significant way to address this is if
the United States were to formally declare that it
will never use nuclear weapons first, and ask other
nuclear weapon States to join such a pledge."

Lord David Hannay, Co-chair of the UK All Party
Parliamentary Group on Global Security and Non-
proliferation and former UK Ambassador to the
United Nations and the European Union opines:
"It’s high time the five Permanent Members of the
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UN Security Council sat down and had a serious
discussion of how to reduce the risks of nuclear
war, including such concepts as No First Use and
Sole Purpose. After all it is only days since they
collectively re-affirmed the Reagan / Gorbachev
view that a nuclear war cannot be won and must
not be fought."

Gareth Evans, Founder of the Asia-Pacific
Leadership Network a former foreign minister of
Australia, considers "embracing 'no first use' is the
litmus test". Without that the P5 declaration that 'a
nuclear war can never be won and must never be
fought', as overdue and welcome as it is, is just
empty rhetoric, he adds.

Professor Giorgio Parisi, the 2021 Nobel Laureate
in Physics, notes: "The Non-Proliferation Treaty
has been respected by the non-nuclear-countries,
but the nuclear-countries have not respected their
obligations. As a citizen of a non-nuclear-country I
am particularly offended by their refusal to start
the negotiations for achieving the global
elimination of nuclear weapons."

Frank von Hippel, Professor of Public and
International Affairs at Princeton University and
Former Assistant Director for National Security in
the White House explains: "Our growing
understanding of the many mutual vulnerabilities
of modern societies is a new deterrent to all-out
wars. That understanding should make it easier to
commit to no first nuclear use as a first step toward
nuclear disarmament."

Former military commanders and veterans who
endorsed the Open Letter believe that current
policies which leave open the option of first use of
nuclear weapons increase the risk of a nuclear
catastrophe and put military commanders in
impossible positions, especially if they are ordered
to launch their nuclear weapons.

For example, Commander Robert Forsyth, UK
Royal Navy (retired), said: "Submerged on patrol,
commanding officers of strategic submarines have
no way of knowing why they have been ordered to
fire, what the target is, or the consequences on civil
population of doing so. As such, I was not prepared
to launch a first strike with Polaris missiles from my
submarine in the 1970’s and remain strongly
opposed to First Use of any nuclear weapons."
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"War is not the answer to the problems we face in
the 21st century," said Adrienne Kinne, outgoing
President of Veterans for Peace. "This is also true
of nuclear weapons and equipment which have
already had dire impacts on people and our
environment and will for generations to come. It is
past time to divert our money, resources, and
intelligence into finding solutions that meet the
needs of the world today."

Signatories to the Open Letter also affirmed that
adopting no-first-use policies could transform
current gridlock in nuclear arms control and
disarmament negotiations, opening the door to
significant steps toward a nuclear weapon free
world.

For example, Vladimir P. Kozin, Member of the
Russian Academies of Military Sciences and Natural
Sciences, said, "Nuclear weapons states are
increasing the accuracy of their missiles and
bombs, proliferating dual-capable air-based
delivery systems, and moving to new types of
nuclear weapons such as forward-based assets
outside their national territory.

"All this adds up to more justifications for using
strategic and tactical nuclear weapons in their
national nuclear strategies. These are dramatic and
dangerous developments, made worse by the fact
that so far nuclear weapons states have never
conducted official negotiations on downsizing or
banning use of their tactical nuclear arsenals and
delivery systems.

"On the other hand, if a pledge of no first use of
nuclear weapons were accepted by all nuclear
weapons states, it could produce a revolutionary
turn initially leading to the erosion of nuclear
weapons and finally to the complete elimination of
such weapons of mass destruction from our planet,
for the benefits of all its inhabitants and
international security at large."

Military and political feasibility and advisability of
nuclear armed states adopting no-first-use policies
is assessed in the working paper, No-First Use of
Nuclear Weapons: An Exploration of Unilateral,
Bilateral and Plurilateral Approaches and their
Security, Risk-reduction and Disarmament
Implications. The paper was sent to the NPT States
Parties along with the Open Letter. [IDN-
InDepthNews — 26 January 2021]
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World's Major Nuclear Powers Pledge to Avoid Wars but Continue to Upgrade Arsenals
By Thalif Deen

NEW YORK (IDN) — When the world’s five major nuclear powers—the US, UK, China, France and Russia—
pledged to prevent nuclear wars and abandon the pursuit of more weapons, their joint statement released
January 3 explicitly left out several of the demands from anti-nuclear activists, including an end to the

upgrading and enhancing of existing arsenals.

Rebecca Johnson, director of the Acronym Institute
for Disarmament Diplomacy, told IDN "the weak
and inadequate statement" might have been
welcomed because few people thought the five
major powers—who are also the five permanent
members of the UN Security Council—"would
manage to agree on anything these days".

"Their nod in the direction of recognizing that
nuclear wars should not be fought would have
been great if they had followed up with relevant
actions."

"Yes, of course, they need to avoid military
confrontations and not target each other, but what
about signing the UN Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) and eliminating the
thousands of weapons in their nuclear arsenals?"
she asked.

"But no, after reiterating the 1985 Reagan-
Gorbachev statement that 'a nuclear war cannot
be won and must never be fought', this statement
ignored the TPNW and offered no concrete
disarmament actions to give meaning to those
words," she pointed out.

This was barely even gesture politics, as they also
ignored the fact that there are actually nine
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nuclear-armed states, not just five, and all of them
are busy upgrading and enhancing their nuclear
arsenals, said Johnson, who is the founding first
president of the Geneva-based International
Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN).

She also said: "While condemning 'unauthorized or
unintended' uses of nuclear weapons, these five
proclaimed that nuclear weapons were okay if used
for 'defensive purposes only. Was that supposed to
reassure the rest of the world?"

Just one unauthorized, unintended, or so-called
defensive use of nuclear weapons would cause a
humanitarian catastrophe and be likely to spark a
nuclear war. Beneath the rhetoric, she argued,
there is dangerous arrogance and denial of reality.

"The way things are going, any of the nine nuclear-
armed leaders could be foolish enough to launch
nuclear weapons—by mistake or intention."

"As long as nuclear weapons continue to be
possessed, advertised or brandished by anyone,
the whole world is at risk of nuclear war. That is
why more and more governments are adhering to
the Nuclear Ban Treaty, which aims to end this kind
of nuclear posturing and exert greater financial
and political costs and pressures on the nuclear
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programs and ambitions of all the nuclear-armed
states, whether they ignore it or not", declared
Johnson

And, meanwhile, one of the realities is that the
world has nine, not five nuclear powers.

The other four nuclear-weapon states—who are
not parties to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty
(NPT)—include India, Pakistan, Israel, and North
Korea who collectively possess an estimated 461
nuclear warheads, according to estimates provided
by the Stockholm International Peace Research
Institute (SIPRI).

But all four were explicitly missing in action (MIAs)
even in a follow-up statement by UN Secretary-
General Antonio Guterres, which also did not single
out any of the nuclear powers by name.

Asked about the omission, UN Spokesperson
Stephane Dujarric said: "Look, our message and
the Secretary-General's message is clear is that he
would like to see all nuclear weapons eliminated.
And that, as he said in the statement, it's a
dialogue with those countries that have nuclear
weapons, that those countries that have openly
nuclear weapons as stated in the statement that
was issued and all other Member States."

Dujarric said the Secretary-General takes the
opportunity to restate what he has said
repeatedly: the only way to eliminate all nuclear
risks is to eliminate all nuclear weapons.

He reiterates his willingness to work with the
nuclear-weapon States and all Member States to
achieve this goal as soon as possible.

Source: SIPRI Yearbook 2021. All estimates are approximate. SIPRI revises its world nuclear forces data each year
based on new information and updates to earlier assessments.

So, they are strictly off-the-record and not for
attribution.

In a report released in 2019, SIPRI said both
Russia and the United States were pursuing
"extensive and expensive programs to replace and
modernize their nuclear arsenals, missiles and
delivery systems".

In 2018, the US Department of Defence set out
plans to develop new nuclear weapons and modify
others to give them expanded military roles and
missions, SIPRI said in its briefing. "The nuclear
arsenals of the other nuclear-armed states are
considerably smaller, but all are either developing
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or deploying new weapon systems or have
announced their intention to do so."

Jackie Cabasso, Executive Director, Western
States Legal Foundation, told IDN the inconvenient
truth is that nuclear weapons will continue to exist
as long as nuclear-armed states continue to cling
to the dangerous doctrine of nuclear deterrence—
the threatened use of nuclear weapons.

More than 50 years after the NPT entered into
force, the behaviour of the NPT Nuclear-Weapon
States points in the opposite direction, she noted.
“All of the nuclear-armed states, including the four
outside the NPT (India, Israel, Pakistan, and North
Korea) are engaged in costly programs to
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qualitatively upgrade and in some cases
quantitively increase their nuclear arsenals”.
Despite  these reassuring-sounding  words,
Cabasso said, the reality is that a new nuclear
arms race is already underway.

"This time it is compounded by offensive cyber
capabilities, artificial intelligence, developing
hypersonic capacities, a return to intermediate-
range delivery systems, and the production of
delivery systems capable of carrying either
conventional or nuclear payloads." In 2010, she
pointed out, the NPT States Parties agreed by
consensus to reduce the role of nuclear weapons
in security strategies. Twelve years later the
opposite is true; that role has been expanded.

"The scale and tempo of war games by nuclear-
armed states and their allies, including nuclear
drills, is increasing. Ongoing missile tests, and
frequent close encounters between military forces
of nuclear-armed states exacerbate nuclear
dangers," she noted.

"With potential flashpoints over Ukraine and
Taiwan, the risk of another use of nuclear weapons
is as high as it has ever been. The nuclear
disarmament process is stalled, and the five NPT
Nuclear-Weapon States cannot credibly claim they
are meeting their NPT Article VI obligations."

Obviously, the four nuclear-armed states outside
the NPT will have to be involved in negotiations to
eliminate nuclear weapons, declared Cabasso.

Dr M.V. Ramana, Professor and Simons Chair in
Disarmament, Global and Human Security &
Director, Liu Institute for Global Issues at the
School of Public Policy and Global Affairs,
University of British Columbia, Vancouver, told
IDN the statement, by the five major nuclear
powers, was evidently prepared for the NPT
Review Conference (which was scheduled for the
first week of January but postponed to August
because of the spreading coronavirus pandemic).

"To me, that explains why the non-parties to the
NPT are not part of the statement. Further, the
statement implicitly extends to them in the sense
that a nuclear war among them, say between India
and Pakistan, cannot be won either and should not
be fought."

"That said, I have two comments: First, the
obligation to disarm applies not just to the
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nuclear-weapon states under the NPT but also the
other four countries. In 1996, the International
Court of Justice unanimously stated that 'There
exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and
bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to
nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict
and effective international control'." That
obligation applies to all states, he noted.

Second, while it is good to reiterate what was said
decades ago by Reagan and Gorbachev, the
statement is disappointing in not making any
commitments to reverse the ongoing nuclear
modernization process and continued investment
in maintaining their existing arsenals, declared Dr
Ramana. In their joint statement, the leaders of
the five major nuclear powers said: “We affirm
that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never
be fought. As nuclear use would have far-reaching
consequences, we also affirm that nuclear
weapons—for as long as they continue to exist—
should serve defensive purposes, deter
aggression, and prevent war. We believe strongly
that the further spread of such weapons must be
prevented".

"We reaffirm the importance of addressing nuclear
threats and emphasize the importance of
preserving and complying with our bilateral and
multilateral non-proliferation, disarmament, and
arms control agreements and commitments. We
remain committed to our Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty (NPT) obligations, including our Article VI
obligation 'to pursue negotiations in good faith on
effective measures relating to cessation of the
nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear
disarmament, and on a treaty on general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control'."

Meanwhile, the Federation of American Scientists
(FAS) says despite progress in reducing nuclear
weapon arsenals since the Cold War, the world's
combined inventory of nuclear warheads remains
at a very high level: Nine countries possessed
roughly 13,150 warheads as of mid-2021.
Approximately 91 per cent of all nuclear warheads
are owned by Russia and the United States who
each have around 4,000 warheads in their military
stockpiles; no other nuclear-armed state sees a
need for more than a few hundred nuclear
weapons for national security. [IDN-InDepthNews
- 09 January 2022]
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Review Conference on Nuclear Non-Proliferati