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PREFACE

ByMrKat suhiro Asagiri,

President, I nternational Press Syndicate Japan

This Report represents the latest installment of the Joint Media Project conducted by International Press Syndicate
Japan (INPS Japan) in partnership with Soka Gakkai International (SGI), a non-governmental organization in
consultative status with the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC). Covering the period from
April 2025 to March 2026, it marks the 17th year of this collaborative initiative. The articles in this volume were
written and produced by INPS Japan and its international media partners, including Inter Press Service, the
London Post, Nepali Times, and other collaborators, or selected for republication because of their relevance to the

Free World (https://www.nuclear-abolition.com/), launched in 2009 as both a knowledge database and an
advocacy tool. The website promotes awareness of the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons, amplifies the voices of the
voiceless d _the Global Hibakusha & and stresses the urgent need for the complete abolition of nuclear arms. Freely accessible throughout the
year, it remains an open resource for all committed to peace, disarmament, and human security. The reporting period was marked by a grave
deterioration in the global nuclear order. Most consequentially, the war against Iran by Israel and the United States, includi ng st r i kes
nuclear facilities at Fordow, Natanz, and Isfahan, carried implications far beyond the Middle East. The International Atomic Energy Agency
confirmed that these sites had been hit, underscoring the danger of nuclear facilities becoming targets in armed conflict. The ramifications for the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) are especially serious. Iran, as a non-nuclear-weapon state party to the NPT, has
long been subject to IAEA safeguards and scrutiny. The use of force against safeguarded nuclear facilities risks weakening the central bargain of
the NPT: that non-nuclear-weapon states accept restraints and verification in exchange for access to peaceful nuclear technology, progress on
disarmament by nuclear-weapon states, and a security environment in which compliance is not punished by attack. If military action is seen as a
substitute for diplomacy and verification, the credibility of the non-proliferation regime itself will suffer. This danger is not confined to Iran. The
precedent of attacking nuclear infrastructure in the name of non-proliferation may deepen mistrust among states already skeptical of the nuclear

projectds aims. They reflect our shared cepamhactiom@avartta t o
world free of nuclear weapons. Al I articles were published on | NPS Japa

or

order . I n Northeast Asi a, it mealgar weapons aire essemtial td cegirnehsurKval.rireSauihsAsia, Where imdiat h a t
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and Pakistan remain locked in recurrent crises, it may strengthen the perceived value of nuclear deterrence. In Europe,Russia 6 s cont i nui
against Ukraine has kept nuclear threats central to security debates. Across the Global South, the crisis may further erode confidence in a

system seen by many as imposing strict obligations on non-nuclear-weapon states while allowing nuclear-armed states and their allies to retain
exceptional privileges.

These developments come as the arms-control architecture is already under severe strain. Nuclear-armed states continue to modernize their

arsenals, while the expiration of New START in February 2026 has left the United States and Russia without legally binding limits on their
strategic nuclear forces. The 2026 NPT Review Conference dbilithyunegenes i
renewed pressure. Meanwhile, the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) continues to provide an essential humanitarian and
normative framework, challenging the legitimacy of nuclear deterrence and placing victims, survivors, and affected communities at the center of

the disarmament agenda. The year also carried profound moral significance. The 80th anniversaries of the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, together with the Nobel Peace Prize awarded to Nihon Hidankyo, renewed global attention to the testimony of the Hibakusha and their
lifelong appeal that no one should ever again suffer the catastrophe of nuclear weapons. Their message remains the moral foundation of all

serious efforts toward nuclear abolition. The articles in this volume examine these challenges from governmental, intergovernmental, civil society,
humanitarian, and ethical perspectives. They address the erosion of arms control, nuclear modernization, humanitarian consequences, regional

wars, and the urgent need to defend and strengthen international law. Above all, they remind us that nuclear disarmament is not merely a

diplomatic agenda. It is a human imperative. To maxi mi ze the projectds gl obal reach, all art]i
into Arabic, Spanish, German, Turkish, Italian, Hindi, Norwegian, Swedish, Indonesian, Thai, Malay, Chinese, Korean, and Russian. By making

these perspectives available across languages and regions, we hope to strengthen a global conversation rooted in empathy, historical memory,

and shared responsibility. | express my sincere gratitude to Soka Gakkai International for its sustained partnership with INPS Japan in pursuing

this vital goal. Our correspondents around the world are greatly encouraged to know that among our engaged readers are many SGI members
whose deep interest in this theme is inspdfiebdabgdosnef Dér SGY G sorf ufie@pm
spirit calls on us to stand in solidarity with all those affected by the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons and to transform awareness

into action. Finally, | extend heartfelt thanks to our correspondents for their invaluable contributions; to Dr. Karen Hallberg, Secretary General of

the Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs, for her foreword; and to Ms. Chie Sunada, Director of Disarmament and Human Rights

at the SGI Peace Center, for her message of support. It is my hope that this compilation will inspire further dialogue, deepen public

understanding, and strengthen collective action among states, international organizations, civil society, faith communities, educators, journalists,

and youth advocates toward the realization of a nuclear-weapon-free world.
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nucl ear weapon were to fall here, what would become of
our own bel ovVvesltémaimndg ilear?ge nunbhea spaotff toward a world free of nu
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FOEWARD

ByProf. Karen Hallberg

Secretary General, Pugwash Conferences on Science a

Remember Your Humanity

Eighty years since the dawn of the nuclear age,
USA, and with the tragic atomic bombings of Hi
existenti al crisis. This cridiictiadl emutcthamotbadeung
confrontations. I n 1955, when there were only

t hermonucl ear weapon was b ekinmgs t ccd wne | Magpreidf, e stt loe pl

guestion: AShall hwenamutr aare ;ernd tsdhattHe mankind ren

possessing nuclear weapons and several thousamdultthiemaweauch@iace devi c

ThBPugwash Confserderpdy concerned about the deterioration of the inter

preferable to diplomacy. Current -weialpiotna rsyt actoensf rpoonstea ta nmo nesx iiisgveonittviiatig ¢

drastically increased by a new wave of nuclear proliferation.

With the expiration of the New START between the United Stfaitceisalalnyd e

an era without a binding, verifiable agreement t ot ctoinnset riani nmotrhee twhoarnl
back to the era of the 1972 SALT I, the two preeminent wmudédacopbwel
predictability and transparemauayneind at he ngrehblalci ogdeéeheanadtwér @auimbetr o
t he -eniglhti es to current ~12,200 (or-bamlys edguHawkpest It )hdaens plidt6e 0MOI0Os tHa rr ic


http://www.pugwash.org/

gl obal nuclear stockpiles, the current t-wapestouyi syggashs Bnttombsi

race, heightened global tensions ard meid isttaartye sconfrontations invol vi

The ongoing expansion and moder ni zat taoc medf stthad ensu dlse ard da rngge malws pao fe srs
particularly in the absence of any arms contr ol dnad¢ logar. wdhesmes dien
security, under-mroi ngeghobbah aod di sar mament e FHroaltisf,eriant i panr tTir cewalt ayt

definitel yt tonsgmeaheadf nucl ear weapons for more than half a century

At the same time, the growing support for rtelid eTnesattyheordettlee mPmahi i
society actors to advance the goal of the complete abol i ttioondiosfa rnmac
the Treaty has reinforced t meath uwuma miutcdreiaan wenappeornast iavned ohfa se hhierdipieme ek ¢

world firmly on the international agenda.

Recent di scussions about extending nucl ear det enrurce-meeaapamr anhgéement g

emerging political voices advocating in favor of nucl eaontwrealploals| e
proliferation to safeguard their own survival
Equally troubling are irreswoapdrhbl £t dthexs at e mhegs smenen nalcd erart est i ng.

dangerous escalation and threatens the continuatioestotfhbihehledngest amd

entry into force of t-heBBt€Comprehensiwlei Nucdteialrl awaits ratification &
The current situation poses great behaldlddergesedahenance di whiedly, cavmt dodts|

-Nucl-waapon shauled reconfirm their Joint Statement |issued on January
race sending a clear signal on the political will to yhel di doohnenyg hwsoou
also reaffirm their obligations under Article VI of tbewab®d] nghi bl

arms race and achievi.ng nucl ear disar mament
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-Nucl-#aramed states must recognize their responsibility to idesatafmedr

revitalizing multilateral arms control negotiati ons.

-A L nacmedr st atres tehhr@auvled t heir voluntary commitment to a moratorium
to secure the prompt entry into forceAaly tkehesuGpmpoeahefhsnuel Bacl east T
step toward renewed arms racing and strategic instability.

-Nucl-#&ramed states should strengthen negative security assur dreaas wkey pr

agai nsnucnl-eename d st anhefsi-usaed ocpotmm,j tameatwor k toward making these assuran

-Strengthening the wverification and monitoring role of threg |andmplniad

transparency, and confi-geaolcief evi athi ont heqgighedapomlomtdangsnon
-Consolidate nucl ear weapostsalblrieeh zomesi,nitnhe@aWitddluée akEast, as agreed

These measures coulcdnd e rwen ¢aglsi npgr eadnudc traibsrk st eps,gheb ol ngt albi i hty eas e

nucl ear breakout ". They could also serve as a diplomatic hredgecu:

architecture capable of addressingtmbtegenckeal eagéesmi hekbhdohggaesi f

systemssbasgalceni | itary capabilities and autonomous weapons.

Rai sing public and political awareness of the existentimlt ha srkesc grots
Declaration of the Nobfewe Laalrleadmr HAsisembil yts, academics, civil soci e
necessary pressure on gl obal |l eaders to i mplement nucl eams biesknsedu:
gui ded Ibysitmge wor ds-Eofnstthee nRiMasnelflest o: AWe appeal as human beings t

forget the rest. o


https://nobelassembly.org/declaration/

As Landmark Treaty Expires-RuNaei Bi Ndsceh gaalls

By Thalif Deen

UNITED NATIONS (IPS)

T When the nuclear Strategic
Arms Reduction Treaty
(START) between the US and
Russia expired last week, it
ended a historic erad but
triggered widespread
speculation about the future.

US President Donald Trump

dismissed the termination of the

treaty rather sarcastically when he

told the New York Times last

month: Aif it dexpir
y and denounced the expiring treaty

as fia badly negoti &

AWe will do a bette
he promised, adding that China,
fwhich has one of tF
fastest growing nuclear arsenals,

Aand other partiesc
of any future treaty.

UN Secretary-General
Antonio Guterres said
AFebruary 5 wa{
moment for international

peace and secu

For the first time in more than The Chinese, according to the

] a0 EJ\IK'PrIJKYT ;DJ\IDI_UV®|DWD IJKuraKJ\IP Er P &NPT WD t
half a century, he pointed out, tkBlk DYDY POIARNDW BP TEb2T Yzl 0k DN EbkzBREDYWIFPPr 1YW HITENpkertsn fihave made ¢
- <AkBE Extziarly 't Nra Yy 088t 1 <NkIIrEKy[ k®edlzrABa U G
Aiwe face a world without any not interestedo.
binding limits on the strategic nuclear arsenals of the Russian
Federation and the United States of America i the two States that Currently, the worldés nine nucl eal
possess the overwhelming majority of the global stockpile of nuclear France and Chinad all permanent members of the Security Councild
weapons. 0 plus India, Pakistan, Israel and North Korea.



Collectively, they possess an estimated 12,100 to 12,500 nuclear
warheads, with Russia and the US owning nearly 90% of the total eve
while all nine are actively modernizing their arsenals.

Jonathan Granoff, President, Global Security Institute told IPS the
START Treaty should be extended at least a year by formal or
informal means. Is that as good as obtaining a new treaty that would
include China as the US administration wants? No.

Ails it as good as
the I nternational Just.i
the universal elimination of nuclear weapons or the fulfilment of the

Cour't of

promise of nuclear disarmament embodied in Article 6 of the Nuclear
Nonproliferation Treaty

However, argued Granoff, doing nothing is asserting that a modest
threat reducing easily obtained step now should not be taken because
there are better ways forward. A modest positive step is no
impediment to moving in other desired manners.

Fully terminating START communicates to the entire world that the US
and Russia are so diplomatically inept that they cannot be trusted to
continue to hold the entire world hostage to annihilation by holding
thousands of first-use-r eady nucl ear weapons
without adequate reasonable restraint, said Granoff.

fulfilling | ega

(NPT)? No

The arguments being put forth as to why nothing can be done are
inadequate.

First, the US argues that a new arrangement, a new treaty, is needed
to bring China into the fold of restraint, he said.

AA modest step of extending START |
decrees while new negotiations take place does not negate creating a

new treaty that would include Chi n:
I'l'y required steps such as adheren

8eeand, thd atgdmentsiudedl to iraffb@alize thé riéw armsgace fall ton € g 0 |
consider the folly of producing more accurate, usable, and powerful

nucl ear weaponso, declared Granof f.

0.

Guterres pointed out the dissolution of decades of achievement could
not come at a worse time i the risk of a nuclear weapon being used is
the highest in decades.

AYet even in this moment of wuncert :
This is an opportunity to reset and create an arms control regime fit for

a rapidly evolving context. o

the Presidents of |

il wel come t hat

0 Yh8yrappRedate th¥ @ebtdbifizing imfa@ 6F & nuclear arms race and

the need to prevent the return to a world of unchecked nuclear
proliferation.



AThe world now | ooks to the
to translate words into action. | urge both States to return to the
negotiating table without delay and to agree upon a successor
framework that restores verifiable limits, reduces risks, and

strengthens our common

In a statement released last week, Parliamentarians for Nuclear Non-

Proliferation and Disarmament (PNND), a global network of legislators
working to achieve a nuclear weapons-free world, said the importance
of the New START treaty is hard to overstate.

nAs
was the only deal left with notification, inspection, verification and

ot her nuclear treaties have
treaty compliance mechanisms between Russia and the US. Between

them, they possess 87% ofs.tohe
The demise of the treaty will bring a definitive and alarming end to
nuclear restraint between the two powers. It may very well accelerate

the global nuclear arms race, PNND warned.

This was one of the key reasons that on January 27, 2026, the Bulletin
of Atomic Scientists reset the Doomsday Clock to 85 Seconds to
Midnight.

Last year, PNND Co-President Senator Markey introduced draft
legislation into the US Senate urging the government to negotiate new
post-START agreements with Russia and China. The legislation is

securityao,

Wor

the House of Representatives. But this seems to have fallen on deaf
ears in the Trump Administration.

Grarff, grovidingta Beepercafalysis, told IPS the scientific data
makes clear that a full-scale nuclear war between the US and Russia
would annihilate humanity and that a limited nuclear exchange of less
than 2% of the worl dés milieénsaf s
soot into the stratosphere leading billions of deaths and the
devastation of modern civilization everywhere.

BReahbsmgaeedal s tkhRaenthgealbegtet
adversary nations is not needed for deterrence. Realism also reveals
that there is actually little to no meaningful difference between a nation
hagtirig $00 ifas China does nowgoa qver b400 deployed nuclear
weapons, mirroring the US and Russia, or 30,000 nuclear weapons as
Russia and the US had t h

each at

AThe reality is that devastation
nuclear arsenals would be unambiguously unacceptable to any sane
person. We could say that realism informs us that we have moved

from Mutually Assured Destruction (MAD) to Self-Assured Destruction
(SAD). The fact is that if any of the 9 states with the weapons were to
use several hundred nuclear weapons that nation itself would also be
devastated. MAD today reveal s a

Meanwhile, a posting in the US State Department website reads:

Ru s s i supporte@ iy a mumber od ather&endtors ahdeby dJoompaneod billsnt a t e
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https://unfoldzero.us12.list-manage.com/track/click?u=b24250dac623a8bc5da1b0664&id=a365317f48&e=ac1c9eb470

Treaty Structure: The Treaty between the United States of America
and the Russian Federation on Measures for the Further Reduction
and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, also known as the New
START Treaty, enhances U.S. national security by placing verifiable
limits on all Russian deployed intercontinental-range nuclear
weapons. The United States and the Russian Federation had agreed
to extend the treaty through February 4, 2026.

Strategic Offensive Limits: The New START Treaty entered into
force on February 5, 2011. Under the treaty, the United States and the

Russian Federation had seven years

on strategic offensive arms (by February 5, 2018) and are then
obligated to maintain those limits for as long as the treaty remains in
force.

Aggregate Limits

Both the United States and the Russian Federation met the central
limits of the New START Treaty by February 5, 2018, and have stayed
at or below them ever since. Those limits are:

Aggregate Limits

Both the United States and the Russian Federation met the central
limits of the New START Treaty by February 5, 2018, and have stayed
at or below them ever since. Those limits are:

1 700 deployed i ntercontinental
depl oyed dwmumarhierde bal l i stic mi
and deployed heavy bombers equ
ar mament s ;

T 1,550 nuclear warheads on depl
SLBMs, and deployed heavy bomb
ar maments (each such heavy bom
war head toward this | imit);

T 800 deployaeepdmd edon CBM | aunch
o lAddc hed e . t 2ddt &aVye POMPIE TS| §

ar mament s.

I NPS Japan/ I PS UN Bureau Report

TOWARD A

NUCLEAR
FREE WORLD

Shedding light on the menace of nuclear weapons and
efforts for their complete abolition.




To what Extent Are Tokayevds Concerns About

By Raza Syed

London (London oy decried coll apsi
As aournali st L control treatie:
international \for-lhd\gehl di al og
Central Asian P among nucl ear p
viewing the 1is |l avert catastropt

Kazakhst aadsal e
scarred -byaSavur
testing at Semi
the voluntary rn
of the wo-t hd{@e s

e

s

December 2025,
Uni ted Nations |
Tokyo, he reiter
gl obal security
on nucl ear deter

nucl eariar s deal e mp hiazsi ng Kazakh
assess Presi-de shared trauma wi
Jomart Tokayev and urging mul ti
escalating nuc action to reducce
profoundly |jus threats. From As:s
Kazakhstands hil§ per specetsieve, th
by over 450 nuc|" e concerns are not
detonations thalmage Crediti:eakorda. kz but rooted in pi
enduring environment al nucl ear giants |
devastation, headlt ht rcarunsae,s ,u nadnedr psiand Chi na, economic interdependenc:
authority i n-padvyaodaetriatg oman such as -Rrhoel iNFoenr ati on Treaty (NPT)
Tokayev has consistently highlighNucl-Weaap&nee Kesnenotably in his

September 2025 address to the UN General Assembly, where he

1



| ECONDS
TO MIDNIGHT

-

citing nuclear risks, i ncluding
Ukraine. For Kazakhstan, situat
We st , this trajectory thirerqattemes

Semi pal at i nskr d ckigatciyonwhpaoiesoned
generations.

over brsihnkpman

A primary justification lies in the collapse of the arms control
architecture, exemplified by the impending expiration of the New
Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (New START) on February 5,
20260 the last binding limit on U.S. and Russian strategic arsenals.
Russia suspended participation in 2023, halting inspections and data

Tokayevds advocacy,
Il nternational Agency for Biological
pragmatic response to these -bveirlidiin

Clock to 85 seconds t odtnhiednclgdoée sitn

V e |

ed

re

.
[

| an

r

Bulletin President and CEO Alexandra B exchanges, while the U.S. countere:q
e T 2025 offer for a one-year voluntary extension of limits remains
unaddressed, leaving no framework for verification. This erosion,
The global nuclear | andscape val i fbiowiesheJ0aKdanyise ¥f ths IntérhediataBange MucléahForces
tangi ble escalations in 2025 ampl Tréayand the OpersSkiss Tredty, foBiers cpacltyandhéighttne N o r
deliberate use. The Stockhol m | nt estamioh risisnagicalyf withdtit@ranspareneyamutudl suspicions
I nstituteds (SIPRI) 2025-aYenerdb ¢d ka drigehiodefnizaionSIPRIGotds Hlihiiclear states are upgrading
possessing approximately 12,241 warsehai avilhsRussi® dnd theruisSchbldiry) ne@rly 90 paréest ofiglobal
military stockpil es, al | under goi wathediw der ni zati on amid weakened ar m:
control This inventory, coupled with rising geopolitical tensions,
underscores a-Cohidf tWafrr o mdpeord tacms fO0o@d Kazakhstands vantage, this di:
race. The Bulletin of the Atomic

P&tabiftidstiniit$ nei§hbofhBod, 1imtiérfising thé securkdyCadstitenéed ¥



that prompted its territory heightened
disarmament. European alerts, while
Tokayevdos ¢ U.S. assessments note
renewed dialogue, as B e et ‘ e A (T Russiads aimt
voiced at the Astana et SR AN U T Aunacceptabl e
International Forum in amid perceived

2025, addresses this existential threats.

void, warning that over

17-18 KBIPKYIEK, 2025

13,000 warheads pose Logically, this

risks of accidental or " = normalizes nuclear

escalatory use amid = - __ intimidation, eroding the
strained superpower e R R R iy e 1 against used

relations. Ka z a k h st wiworn »omrm —o oo et e scholar Nina

experience as a post-Soviet state reliant on multilateral norms makes Tannenwald argues the war has fisev:
this breakdown acutely threatening, potentially exposing Central Asia constraints. For Kazakhstan, sharing a 7,600-kilometer border with

to fallout from proxy conflicts or nuclear posturing. Russia and tied through the Collective Security Treaty Organization,

this is existential: any escalation could trigger radiological fallout
Russiads nuclear coercion i n the hkinissentoEeSemigalatingk,rdisrupting ensrgy partsetsiaips &nd f a ct

based example of justified concern. Entering its fourth year in 2026, neutral diplomacy. Tokayevbdés warni i
the conflict has featured persistent nuclear signaling, with Putin of Leaders of World and Traditional Religions, align with expert views
invoking tactical weapons to deter Western aid and deploying that nuclear conflict probability is at decades-high levels, justifying
nonstrategic warheads to Belarusd a NPT non-nuclear stated in Kazakhst anosesqgalatenh f or de

2023, expanding Russiads nuclear perimeter. I n 2025, rhetoric

intensified: Russia tested a nuclear-powered cruise missile in October, Chinaés rapid nuclear expansion of
discussed resuming nuclear testing at Novaya Zemlya, and revised its illustration. By mid-2 0 2 4 , Chinab6s ar senal exce
doctrine to lower the threshold for nuclear use against conventional from around 300 in 2019, with projections surpassing 1,000 by 2030

threats supported by nuclear powers. Drone incursions into NATO and continued growth to 2035, including a full triad of delivery systems



Kazakhstands dual role as a disar m;:
" nucl ear energy developer bol sters |
Hosting the IAEA Low-Enriched Uranium Bank and promoting nuclear-
free zones, it exemplifies security through cooperation, not deterrence.
Yet, domestic plans for nuclear power plants demand robust
safeguards, reflecting a balanced approach amid global militarization.
This perspectived victim-turned-vanguardd positions Kazakhstan to
warn that ignoring these trends risks a return to the brinkmanship that
v once ravaged its land.

I n sum, Tokayevds concerns are not
in historical scars, empirical data, and strategic vulnerabilities. The

and new silos at sites like Lop Nur. This buildup, per Pentagon erosion of treaties, Russiabdbs coer
reports, diversifies capabilities amid great-power competition, arsenal surge provide concrete evidence of rising threats, demanding
potentially accelerating a triangular arms race with the U.S. and multilateral revival. As a middle power in a fracturing world,

Russia. Logically, enhancements provoke countermeasures, raising Kazakhstan urges rationality: resuscitate dialogue, reinforce the NPT,
accidental escalation oddsd evident in 2025 Asia-Pacific tensions and and invest in peace over arms. Dismissing these warnings as mere
India-Pakistan frictions. Kazakhstan, bordering China over 1,700 diplomacy overlooks the headlines of 2025 and the ticking Doomsday
kilometers, views this as a direct peril: Sino-U.S. or Sino-Russian Clockshumanityds obligation is to hee
strains could spill over, complicating its multi-vector foreign policy and Tokayev foresees become irreversible.

uranium exports. Tokayevds emphasis on complete disarmament, as

in his Tokyo lecture, counters this, advocating steps like the

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty6és entry i nltNP§ o &R n[/ol'( 0nnaq qn Post
testing prepar at iiomastvitie€indudirgénissilepr ol i f er at
tech exports to Iran and North Korea, further amplify regional

instability, val i dtaldrance gtankedozgaddrons t a
its nuclear past.




Worl dés Ongoing Conflict&Nudheanr!| iShat

ByThalif Deen

UNI TED NATI ON&8e(t®w®) current ongoi n:

have claimed the |lives of hundreds
bet ween nuclnruacrl eaanrd sntoant e s : Russi a
vs Palestine, while some -ofické@ar pof
conflicts include China vs Tai wan,
the United States vs I ran (Venezuel

Denmar k) .

The growing list now includes another potential conflict: nuclear China
vsnon-nucl ear Japan is the worldés on
’ o ‘ S e : atomic bombs in Hiroshima and Nagasaki in August 1945 which killed

e Tenn TR e eT T et R T s s o % gver 150,000 to 246,000, mostly civilians.,

A statement | ast month by Japands |
warned that her country could intervene militarily if China were to

SIS I, Wit E Sl e M NI TS, LT attack Taiwand a statement that has the potential for a new conflict in
Nakamitsu, UN High Representative for &éf’asar mament Affairs, said: AiWe

remember those who perished. We stand with the families who carry their

memory, 0 as she del i-Generad'sdmessage. UN Secre'&cacr:&rding to the New York Times, B

asserting that self-governing Taiwan is an integral part of Chinese
bc-ic?me a mor al - . .
efritory. The government has also urged millions of tourists to avoid

Japan, has restricted seafood imports and increased military patrols.
and their eternal message of peaced wi I I never | eave us, 0 she said.

She paid tribute to the hibakusha i the term for those who survived Hiroshima
and the atomic bombing of Nagasakii iwhose voices have

force for peace. While their numbers grow smaller each year, their testimony &

2 |



Meanwhile, amidst rising military tension, the Japanese government and not permitting the introduction of

has called for a snap general election on February 8, to seek a fresh nuclear weaponsd which were ‘
public mandate for the new administration. formally adopted by the House of T e
Representatives in 1971. BNl X 5y
I n an article titled AAn Anxious Nation Restarts O o o ‘:”hf 2st
Nucl ear Plants, 0o the Times said ofiHdwauary 2apahas -~ 'l c
Power (TEPCO)d the same utility that operated the Fukushima these Principles has been called into | | h ‘,
plantd has restarted the first reactor, Unit 6, at its Kashiwazaki-Kariwa guestion over the years, and it is b
complex, one of the worl dés | ar g e witlelybeliewdd that dapan has thd i N
capability to rapidly produce nuclear T BN, .
Before 2011, nuclear power provi dwehpoasbsbouldthexdecisipnde cen .. ~..... 8 ~.,. . .°" .
electricity, the Times pointed out. made to do so.o0 ' ‘
According to the Stockhol m Peace Reajirgdsgatcheting uprthe thetaricakheal. Whiethey tiue orgot, mi | i t a |
budget in 2024 had grown to the 1weentrepod byghe €hina Arms Corirel ang BisaimamentChi na 6 s
military budget has also been growing, in 2024 being second only to Association and the Nuclear Strategic Planning Research Institute, a
that of the United States. think tank affiliated with the China National Nuclear Corporation,
alleges that Japan is engaged in a secret nuclear weapons program
Jackie Cabasso, Executive Director of the Western States Legal and poses a serious threat to world peace. Meanwhile, China is
Foundation, Oakland, California, and North American Coordinator for rapidly modernizing and increasing the size of its own nuclear arsenal,

iMayors for Peace, o told I PS that sapfabaseo. Mi ni st er Sanae Takaichids

recent statement that an armed attack on Taiwan by China could

constitute an fAexistential threatdJlJapavoapan tbevenhywooeunptnyg indebd.
of nuclear weapons in war, has the unique moral standing to be a

I'n 1967, she siPrindeMinister EiaakudSato detioet n champion for dialogue and diplomacy, peace, and nuclear

the Three Non-Nuclear Principlesd of not possessing, not producing, di sarmament . 0



Japan and Chi 1 arasor thatnzatiee allsvorld lpadersd
should listen to the Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, who on
January 20 issued a Joint Appeal on behalf of the 8,560 members of
Mayors for Peace in 166 countries and territories, declaring , i We
all policymakers to make every possible diplomatic effort to pursue the
peaceful resolution of conflicts through dialogue and to take concrete
steps toward the realization of a peaceful world free from nuclear
weapons. 0

Dr. M.V. Ramana, Professor and Simons Chair in Disarmament,
Global and Human Security and Director pro tem, School of Public
Policy and Global Affairs at the University of British Columbia,
Vancouver, told IPS even without nuclear weapons being utilized, the
use of military force in Taiwan would be disastrous for global security,
and especially for the people of Taiwan.

AAny resolution of the
fundamental principles: it should be settled through dialogue and
discussion, and it should prioritize the wishes of the inhabitants of

Taiwan. Finally, all parties should avoid provocative remark s , 0 h e

declared.
The new developing story also figured at a recent UN press briefing.
Question: We know that there is a long-standing policy of Japan,

called the three non-nuclear principles, which basically says that
Japan shall neither possess nor manufacture nuclear weapons nor

di spute ov

shall it permit their introduction into Japanese territory. But currently,
the Japanese Government is under a discussion of revision of some of
those security documents, including this policy, which draws quite

anggrérom people from Hiroshima and Nagasaki and some of the
What 6s

Nobel Peace Prize winners.
UN Spokesperson Stephane Dujarric:  Look, | think the Secretary-
General 6s position on denucl ear.
stated it a number of times. Obviously, Member States will set
whatever policy they wish to set. What is important for us is that the
current tensions t he
be dealt through dialogue so as
currentlyseei ngeé |
denuclearization and non-proliferation is well known and has been
unchanged.

bet ween

Atrapafya i wa nfe -
| eader so
last November in
Japan, Tetsuo
Saito,
representative of
the New Komei Cv"c”
Party, whichwas Vgvuwqg" Uckvg"swguvkgpgf "Rt
founded in 1964
by the late Dr.
Daisaku lkeda,
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| eader o $SokalGakka Buddhist movement, questioned Prime |l i sten to hibakbsbBarfpatvemisg an

Mi ni ster Sanae Takaichi i n the Diet alvomutcetshaeadgowarnrnmgntnus | £taan ad od |
the Three Non-Nucl ear Principles and Jap&l aborating further, Cabasso sai d t

China during World War 11 and Chi n:
He criticized remarks by a senior government official suggesting Tai wan, dangéemmaesi hgngensions bet we
Japan should possess nuclear weapons, calling them contrary to countries have reemerged. I n an in
J a p a n 0-war policyg and damaging to diplomatic and security unrpedi ctable geopolitical world, Ja
efforts. train wreck waiting to happen.

Article 9 of Japands 1947 Peace Col
He emphasized that the principlesd not to possess, not to produce, the United States in an act of vicl
and not to permit nuclear weapons on Japanese soild and J a p a n 6 s People forever renounce war as a sovereign right and the threat of use
obligations under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty are of force as a means ofmeetftdn ags di v
fundamental and must remain unassailable. be maintained. o

f Saito stated that the Takali c hTovevehese pravisiong hayeheep erodigggnithe glsteentury, withy, o o
room for ambiguiTgkaesheodsat b%qawg 2004 sending its Self-Defense Forces out of area i to Iraq

perceivedommi hbal about mai nt!8ihgirstgne singeWogdWarlloAnd ip 2014, then Prime Minister
Shinzo Abe reinterpreted Article 9, allowing Japan to engage in

T He exprceosnsceedr n t hat this ambi gl diofifole ofits AiBsSvBre th Bk Gttacked.

door to future revision and said Komeito will continue to
press the government t o uph ol Thefolloneng year,ishmepainpetl @it thewapanese Diet enacted a
qgualification in future Diet %r@eso&ﬁla\/\@allewingtheSeIf-Defense Forcestoprovidematerial

. o,r t 'e en ed n combal
f I n December 2025, Saito reltesraptped [ t abtl I S f grekgs th Th _

. . R ono a an. e
the Thr-eecINear Principles and P nogI o? IP{ galnst P I
péaor an ally would weaken alliances and endanger Japan.

nucl ear weapons should be pres e d"”.

T He fuasged the goveeaméntm this  ypg japan/IPS UN Bureau Report
clearly to both domestic and international audiences and to

2.
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Theli stofr yl sraelkhos Ambeclgui ty: how

By Ro man

YanushevsKky

For more than six decades, Israel has maintained one of the most unusual
nuclear postures in the world. While it is widely regarded by experts and
intelligence agencies as a nuclear-armed state, Israel has never officially
confirmed or denied possessing nuclear weapons.

Tel Aviv/ Tokyoi HKdrNPnso rlJea ptamadn si x

Al t hough many exp
i ntelligence asse
| srael asaramendu cslte;
has never officia
denied possessing
weapons.

This deliberate silenced often

called nuclear ambiguity, or

amimutd has become a central : N o
pillar of Ilsraelds national securif
doctrine and a defining feature of

landscape.

Silence Is the Strategy

Israel maintains nuclear opacity for several reasons. The first is quiet
deterrence without open provocation. If potential adversaries believe
an attack could bring catastrophic consequences, Israel can
discourage war without issuing explicit threats or making public
demonstrations.

dAenbiguity elso, allowsslsraal ¢olavoid thesrisks that come with openly

mai ntained one of the worl dds mo s teclaringinsciea tapabilityc TheMiddle past $s highty eofatile, arms-



control mechanisms are weak, and rivalries run deep. By keeping its
status unclear, Israel seeks to reduce the chances of nuclear
brinkmanshipd and to limit political pressure on other governments to
Airespondod by pursuing t hei hissengen
becomes a strategic tool.

A second reason is legal and diplomatic insulation . Israel has never
signed the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). Because it does
not openly declare a nuclear arsenal, it also avoids many of the
inspection demands, sanctions risks, and legal constraints that might
follow a formal acknowledgment.

Ambiguity has also helped Israel manage relations with Washington.
Israel did not conduct an overt nuclear test, did not declare its status,
and did not transfer nuclear technology to other states. Under those

conditions, U.S. administrations have often found it easier to avoid a
direct confrontation over the issue.

Finally, | srael 6s security doctri
the Holocaust and repeated wars for survival have left a deep imprint.

In that context, nuclear capabilityd if it existsd is widely understood in

, intended to prevent national

catastrophe rather than to serve as an everyday instrument of warfare.

Israel as defensive and restrained

Israel and Iran: A Central Contrast

|l srael 6s most nent regional a

Republic of Iran. Many Israeli officials and analysts argue that Iran has

pr omi

repeatedly threatened | srael 6s exi
w eelatpdacapabilitieddespite mteraatiomal gonstraints.  t

This creates a sharp contrast in |
own nuclear posture (unacknowledged and framed as purely
defensive) as fundamentally differ:
Israel views as destabilizing and potentially existential.

The Origins of IlIsrael és Nuclear Pr
| srael 6s pursuit of nuclear capabil

founding in 1948. Surrounded by hostile neighbors and shaped by the
memory of the Holocaust, early Israeli leaders saw national survival as
inseparable from strategic self-reliance. Prime Minister David Ben-
Gurion, in particular, believed advanced scientific and military
capabilities were essential to deter existential threats.

ne i s shaped by hist ty The tr aum;
In the late 1950s, Israel began building a nuclear aC|I|ty near Dimona

in the Negev Desert. With substantial assistance from France, the site

was presented publicly as a civilian research reactor. In practice, it

was designed with infrastructure capable of producing plutoniumd an
essential material for nuclear weapons.

By the early 1960s, Western intelligence agencies had concluded that
Dimona could support a military nuclear program. Yet Israel avoided



t hat | srael woul d Anot be the firsi
Mi ddl e East . 0

The wording was intentionally vague. It allowed Israel to signal
deterrence without making a formal admissiond leaving space to

argue about what Aintroduced means,
possession, testing, deployment, or public declaration.

This policy served several goals at once: deterring adversaries who
assumed Israel had nuclear capability, avoiding diplomatic fallout that
could follow an explicit declaration, and sidestepping international
obligationsd especially joining the NPT, which Israel has consistently
declined to sign.

Secrecy and Controlled Disclosure

L ... . o~ .. _._For,. decades’,""]l srael 6s nucl ear progl
[ ‘ t ".I LI ~ 1)0\,‘,‘5\-$st’('| J\_ . 7 Lk ’ oo . . H
most closely guarded secrets. The most significant breach occurred in

an open clash with the United States. While Washington pressed for 1986, when Mordechai Vanunu, a former technician at Dimona,

inspections and assurances, Israeli leaders managed disclosures provided detailed information to the British press. His disclosures

around the facilityodos most sensit {gh6nsaddhslddvanéed tecBrical capacity.

The Emergence of Nuclear Ambiguity Vanunu was later abducted, tried, and imprisoned in Israeld an

epi sode that wunderscored the state:i
secrecy. Yet even after the revelations, Israel did not change its

official stance.

Rather than declaring itself a nuclear power, Israel chose a strategy of
deliberate ambiguity. This was crystallized in the well-known phrase



Over time, Israel developed advanced missile systems and, according | srael 6s posture has shaped the cal

to widespread assessments, a second-strike capability linked to countries have cited |Israel s pres:i

submarines. Still, Israeli leaders have largely avoided public pursuing nuclear-related programs in the past. Although many such

discussion of nuclear weapons, maintaining ambiguity as a consistent efforts were halted, the perception of an uneven strategic balance

policy line. continues to fuel mistrust and tension.

Implications for Regional Security Iran and Contemporary Pressures

| srael 6s nucl ear -eeachinggonsequsncebfarshe hatdnf aecent decades, |l srael 6s ambi gui

Middle East Deterrence and Stability I mportance amid ongoing concerns al
Israel presents its own undeclared capability as a defensive necessity

At its core, ambiguity has functioned as a deterrent. Many analysts while strongly opposing any Iranian move toward nuclear weapons.

argue that the widespread belief Thiscantgast aomplicates diploreacyeaddeepeasgaldsization, sifce h a s

discouraged large-scale conventional wars against it since the 1970s. | srael 6s deterrent exists outside

By keeping adversaries uncertain about its exact capabilities and red
lines, Israel aims to raise the cost of any existential attackd without

: . | NPS Japan
openly escalating tensions.

Challenges to Non -Proliferation

|l srael 6s position outside the NPT remains controversial. Critics ar
that an undeclared nuclear arsenal weakens global non-proliferation

norms, especially in a region where other states face intense scrutiny.

Supporters count er tilraenti$ excegtienal6s security env

and that its long record of restraint distinguishes it from other
proliferation cases.

Regional Arms Dynamics



80 Years into the Nuclear Age: A Book Highl
Commit ment t o DI sar mament

ByGuill ermo Ayala Al ani s

SRE INSTITUTO
MATIAS
ROMERO

The volume examines the legacy of the Treaty of Tlatelolco and the new

challenges facing nuclear disarmament, from cybersecurity to the growing crisis
of deterrence.

Mexico City (INPS Japan) 1 At a time when nuclear deterrence
appears to be re-emerging as a central pillar of global power, Latin
America and the Caribbean continue to press a counter-argument:
that genuine security is best achieved without nuclear weapons.

A 80 afios de la era nuclear: ¢ Ddénde estamos y a dénde vamos? Una
mirada desde México y América Latina (80 Years into the Nuclear
Age: Where Are We and Where Are We Headed? A View from Mexico
and Latin America) reviews the progress, risks, and enduring

dil emmas of nuclear disarmament from the nercenective nof  he wo rl (25
Presentacion del i broaRog8dletamss dgl a oadaeaucama

firstNuclear-Weapon-FreeZone_ mirada Mexdsicceo y AmeriizquiLiat daaa aﬂerecha : Martha
Luis GemzaAbel ardo Rodrigudari MaAntohbetdedaGuosa
Padill a GergrdanSkFédrcaemew: @ mati astomer o

The book is coordinated by Maria Antonieta Jaquez Huacuja,
Coordinator for Disarmament, Non-Proliferation, and Arms Control at
Mexi cobds Ministry AdelarbodRodeiguegzn Af f a
Sumano , professor and researcher at Universidad Iberoamericana.

They emphasize that the publication updates the theoretical and

conceptual debate on nuclear weapons while addressing diplomacy,
multilateralism, %nd emerging risks.
I'rs, an



These include evolving threats linked to nuclear terrorism, artificial
intelligence, and cybersecurityd particularly the dangers posed by
hacking and the manipulation of information related to nuclear
systems.

When Not Having Nuclear Weapons Creates Greater Security:
Latin Americads Gambl e

The war in Ukraine, recent U.S. military actions in Venezuela, and
threats directed at Greenland all point to a broader realignment of the
international order. Yet even as major powers rethink their security
doctrines, Latin America and the Caribbean remain firmly committed
to the non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and to
strengthening Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones (NWFZs).

In an interview with INPS Japan, Dr. Rodriguez Sumano argued that
the absence of nuclear weapons is the strongest security guarantee
for Latin American and Caribbean states at a time when the policies of
major military powersd including China, Russia, and the United
Statesd are under reassessment.

ANot having nucl ear weapons does
for the United States to intervene in countries it may consider
adversaries or contrary to its 1in
significantly reduces pressure, confrontation, and even the likelihood

of intervention or political overthrow of any regime Washington might
eventually view as a threat. o

Rodriguez Sumano also
highlighted the enduring
importance of the Treaty of
Tlatelolco , which will mark its
59th anniversary on February
14. By banning the
manufacture and
dissemination of nuclear
weapons across the 33 countries -« , 1 g
of Latin America and the St @m.B.
Caribbean, the treaty laid the R

foundations for a regional system o -~ o o

of peace and security.

Tl Ao e e A Roeiog: S (E¢)

He noted that the treatyd and the creation of the Latin American and
Caribbean Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zoned served as a model for the
creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in other parts of the world, with
similar frameworks spreading to four additional regionsd the South
Pacific (Treaty of Rarotonga), Southeast Asia (Treaty of Bangkok),
Africa (Treaty of Pelindaba), and Central Asia (Treaty of
Semipalatinsk). Together, these zones now bind 117 states,

Royefingpe her b @naafli PPbAENT polegdipe Ea

binding commitments against nuclear weapons proliferation.

terests, o0 he said. AThat equation
The regionbés choice is all the mor «
1962, Latin America and the Caribbean could have become the site of

an unprecedented nuclear confrontation during the Cuban Missile


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treaty_of_Tlatelolco
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treaty_of_Tlatelolco

and from that perspective, nuclear weapons are seen as the means to
achieve that survival .o

He stressed that the behavior of major powers changes markedly
when dealing with countries that possess nuclear capabilities.

AThey behave differently, 0 he said.
differently toward China or North Korea. The United States, too, has
refrained from direct military action against North Korea. Nuclear
capability fundamentally alters st

Rodriguez Sumano also pointed to a broader reshaping of the Atlantic

- ‘ ) - ) ‘ order. Europe, he argued, now faces a dual challenge: responding to
T . . .. .. Russiads expansionist ambitions whi

pressure, including military threats linked to the possible annexation or

acquisition of Greenland.

Crisis, when the United States and the Soviet Union stood on the brink
of war.
_ New Risks Driven by Technological Change
Deterrence as a Tool of Hegemony and Survival
One of the bookébés key strengths is
that traditional approaches to arms control are increasingly ill-
equipped to address. The spread of cyberattacks, artificial intelligence

(Al), and information warfare is making the systems used to manage

. ) ) _ nuclear weapons far more complexd and potentially more vulnerable.
AThis is how the United States thinks, and Moscow thinks in much t hi

same way, 0 he said. AThey believe sovereignty is guaranteed to the
extent that survival within the international system can be ensuredd

Despite this experience, Rodriguez Sumano cautioned that nuclear-
armed states continue to rely on deterrence as a means of preserving
both hegemony and survival.



The book points, for example, to the risk of unauthorized intrusions
into the systems responsible for nuclear command and control, as well
as the possibility that early-warning data used to detect missile
launches could be manipulated. It also warns that if Al-assisted
decision-making malfunctions, it could lead to dangerous
misjudgments. Such scenarios could introduce new sources of
instability into an already fragile framework of nuclear deterrence.

The editors argue that these challenges are not distant, hypothetical
threats but practical problems the world is already beginning to face.
For that reason, they call for
alongside renewed efforts to strengthen cross-border cooperation.

Il n this respect, the book
rooted in diplomacy, verification mechanisms, and international
agreementsd offers lessons that remain relevant well beyond the
region.

A Freely Accessible Book with Global Reach

In addition to its print edition, A 80 afos de la era nuclear is available
for free download from the website of the Mexican Association of
International Studies (AMEI):https://amei.mx/biblioteca-virtual/80-era-
nuclear/libro-completo/

An English translation is currently in preparation, and efforts are
underway to support a Japanese edition as well.

u p dneeta efdenawedlneckear sk, the disdrmament gatb puesyed sy

s ug @e st within thearealitigs @ftinternatiangd politicse a 6 s

The volume includes contributions from prominent international

figures, among them Rafael Mariano Grossi, Director General of the
International Atomic Energy Agency; Jans Fromow Guerra, a member

of the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN);

Martha Mariana Mendoza Basulto, International Relations Officer at
OPANAL; and Maritza Chan Valverde,
Representative to the United Nations.

What the contributorsé analyses col
real |
Latin America and the Caribbean is far from outdated. Rather, it

represents an alternative approach to securityd one that can function
experience

Eighty years after the dawn of the nuclear age, as the world shows
signs of the | ogic of
once again forces a fundamental question: does security truly have to
depend on nuclear weapons?

returning to

I NPS Japan
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Chidmdsa evolving Nuclear Doctrine: | mpl i cat i obnisl

ByAdam Hancock

China as a proponent of minimal deterrenced maintaining only the
forces necessary for assured retaliationd while avoiding arms races
with superpowers like the United States and Russia.

As of late 2025, Chinese officials continue to reaffirm NFU
unequivocally. In a November 2025 white paper on arms control,
disarmament, and nonproliferation, Beijing described the policy as a
cornerstone of its self-defensive nuclear strategy, aimed at reducing
the role of nuclear weapons in national security. Foreign Ministry
statements and contributions to P5 (permanent UN Security Council
members) dialogues echo this, with China promoting mutual NFU
agreements among nuclear powers as a practical step toward risk
reductlon Desplte persistent Western speculatlon about potential
amblgumes In CI‘ISIS scengrlosé such as conentlonaI attacks on

Singapore (LondonPost) T Chi nads nucl ear postu

been defined by restraint, with a small arsenal and a declaratory policy
o ] _ o nuclear assets or heightened tensions over Taiwand no official shift
emphasizing defensive deterrence. Since conducting its first nuclear has occurred. Chlna frames NFU not merely as doctrine but as

test in 1964, Bei i-filgused a § N& dh e p ¢ @
o o J 9 ¢ hewp éiﬁgométlc S|gnallng portraying itself as a responsible actor critiquing
committing never to initiate nuclear strikes under any circumstances
more offensive postures elsewhere.

and extending unconditional assurances against using or threatening
nuclear weapons toward non-nuclear states or nuclear-weapon-free
zones. This policy, unique among the five recognized nuclear-weapon
states under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), positions

Yet this doctrinal continuity contrasts sharply with the rapid
moderni zation and expansion of Chi
most significant buildup in its history. Independent estimates from



sources like the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute
(SIPRI), the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, and the U.S. Department
of Defense converge on approximately 600 operational nuclear
warheads as of mid-2025, up from around 500 the previous year and
more than double the figure from 2020. Projections suggest growth to
over 1,000 by 2030 and potentially 1,500 by 2035, with annual
additions of about 100 warheads in recent years.

This expansion encompasses a full nuclear triad: land-based
intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs), submarine-launched
ballistic missiles (SLBMs), and air-delivered weapons. Key
developments include the DF-41 ICBM, capable of carrying multiple
independently targetable reentry vehicles (MIRVS); the JL-3 SLBM
with extended range exceeding 5,400 nautical miles; and nuclear-
capable H-6N bombers equipped with air-launched ballistic missiles.
China has constructed hundreds of new ICBM silosd around 350
completed or nearing completion by early 20256 across multiple
fields, with reports indicating over 100 missiles loaded in some sites.
Hypersonic glide vehicles, such as those on the DF-17 and DF-27,
enhance penetration against missile defenses, while investments in
early-warning systems suggest potential shifts toward higher alertness
or launch-on-warning postures.

Beijing justifies these advancements as defensive responses to

external threats, particularly U.S. ballistic missile defenses, precision
kes,
second-strike credibility. Officials insist the arsenal remains the

conventional stri and

regional al | i

Ami ni mum | evel 06 required for
stockpiles, and focused on survivability rather than parity or
warfighting. Nonetheless, the scale raises questions about whether
modernization subtly erodes strict reliance on NFU, potentially
enabling more flexible options in protracted conflicts.
Chinabds engagement with gl obal
approach: advocacy for disarmament alongside safeguards for its
deterrent. As an NPT signatory since 1992, China supports the

t r eat y @ songdliferdtianr dssarmament, and peaceful usesd
advocatinbgsbepstppocess where t
Russia, holding over 90 percent of global warheads, bear primary
responsibility for deep cuts. Beijing participates in NPT review
conferences and P5 processes, but resists trilateral arms control talks
until arsenal disparities narrow.

On the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW),
adopted in 2017 and entering force in 2021, China aligns with other
nuclear states in non-participation. While endorsing its humanitarian
goals and long-term vision of abolition, Beijing argues the treaty
diverges from security realities, lacks nuclear-state involvement, and
risks undermining the NPT. China boycotted negotiations and votes
against related UN resolutions, favoring incremental, inclusive
measures that preserve stability.

coul d erode

ances that

Chi
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These dynamics profoundly affect strategic stability, particularly in eventual mu ldtaidlda teesrsa In gt anluk s1 a | conc
East Asia, a region of intensifyiefforts, evolving capabilitwesgri sl
capabilities intersect with U.S.-China rivalry, Indian modernization, cooperation, heightening nuclear d:
North Korean provocations, and alliance enhancements by Japan and As 2025 cl oses, the inteorrnatiizeenal
South Korea. Fears of miscalculationd over Taiwan or the South confidemc¢eli ng to ensure Chinads ri
China Sead grow as thresholds blur amid advanced conventional and destabilizes, enduring peace.

nuclear integration. Missile defense advancements by adversaries

m_ayspurfurtherChlnesedlversmcatlon, perpetuating security I NPS Jlapmdon Post

dilemmas.

Gl obally, Chinaés trajectory challenges trarfd’ arms control
frameworks, long bipolar and U.S.-Russian focused. Expansion risks

fueling multipolar races, eroding NPT disarmament obligations, and

complicating negotiations. Transparency deficitsd China discloses /

little about arsenal detailsd breed misperceptions. Yet opportunities

exist: NFUOGs persistence could model hi nabds
multilateral advocacy might bridge nuclear and non-nuclear divides if

paired with reciprocal steps.

Il n conclusi on, Chinabdbs nuclear doctrin 1l restrail
with adaptation to a contested environi 1al i sm
endure decl aratively, bol stered by 2025 , but
unprecedented modernization <ingral s resol %/e deterr

amid perceived vulnerabilities. For gl obal U <nt, this preseni
paradoxes: expansion undermines momentum, yet Chinads positions
highlight superpowersd obligations. Su”s‘t‘e?'] ning: StEBT 11t y demands
inclusivePdi méogarwri sms, coms,jsamedmmunicat.
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Mi ddl e East as a Potenti al Nucl ear Fl ashpoi

ByRoman Yanushevsky

Jerusalem (INPS Japan) 1 The Middle East is often described as one of Wiy :
the worl dds most wvumiing tonflicts, deepideolaginas . e
rivalries, weak regional security frameworks, and the involvement of global = e 7
powers combine to make it especially sensitive to nuclear risks.

While only one country in the region is widely believed to possess nuclear
weapons, several others have sought i or are suspected of seeking 1
nuclear capabilities. Together, these dynamics enhanced by regional strife
make the Middle East a potential nuclear flashpoint.

Who Possesses Nuclear Weapons in the Middle East?
Israel

Israel is widely regarded as the only Middle Eastern state with nuclear
weapons, although it has never officially confirmed or denied this. This
policy of #fAnuclear opacityo has bece

Common expert estimates range from 80 to 200 nuclear warheads. Israel is
believed to have a nuclear triad, including aircraft, land-based missiles, and submarine-launched capabilities.



Israel views nuclear weapons as an ultimate deterrent, designed to prevent existential threats in a hostile regional environment. No other Middle
Eastern country is currently assessed by mainstream international bodies to possess operational nuclear weapons.

Which ME Countries Strive to Possess Nuclear Weapons?

Iran

Iran is the central concern in discussions of nuclear proliferation in the Middle East. It officially denies seeking nuclear weapons, stating its
program is for civilian purposes. But in reality, Iran has developed advanced uranium enrichment capabilities and reduced cooperation with
international inspectors at various points.

At the same time Iran develops a sophisticated long range missile program. These ballistic missiles could be equipped with nuclear warheads.

Many analysts argue | ran i s Jatphpe oabcihliintgy at oi nbuwil leda ra tvheraepschno Irdeol at i v el
potential nuclearization is widely seen as the most significant trigger for a regional arms race. It has a negative impact on other states.

Saudi Arabia
Saudi Arabia has increasingly signaled its intention to develop a nuclear program, officially framed around civilian energy needs but closely tied
to regional security concerns. The kingdom argues that nuclear power is necessary to diversify its energy mix, reduce reliance on oil, and meet

rising domestic electricity demand under Vision 2030.

At the same time, Saudi leaders have repeatedly warned that if Iran acquires nuclear weapons, Riyadh will seek equivalent capabilities, making
the program strategically sensitive.



Saudi Arabia has explored building nuclear reactors, expanding uranium mining and fuel-cycle research on its territory, and negotiating nuclear
cooperation agreements with countries such as the United States, China, South Korea, and Russia.

The central point of contention with Washington has been Saudi reluctance to accept strict limits on uranium enrichment and reprocessing, which
are seen internationally as pathways to weapons capability.

Turkey

Turkey is a NATO member and hosts US nuclear weapons under Na#yOOs ni
guestioned why some countries can have nuclear weapons while others cannot.

NATO membership and international commitments cu~rterrequestiogs. | i mit Tur ke

Egypt

Egypt pursued nuclear research in the past and has long advocated for a Middle East free of weapons of mass destruction. But now the country
is officially committed to non-proliferation.

Egypt closely watches | srael déds nuclear capability and I rands progr al

Other ME countries with nuclear capacities

Several Middle Eastern countries possess civilian nuclear capabilities without declared ambitions (so far) to develop nuclear weapons, at this
stage focusing instead on energy, research, medicine, and industry under international oversight.



The United Arab Emirates s the clearest example, operating the Barakah nuclear power plant under strict nonproliferation commitments and
without enrichment or reprocessing.

Jordan runs a small research reactor used for training, medical isotopes, and scientific research.

Egypt is building the El Dabaa nuclear power plant with Russian assistance as part of its long-term energy strategy, remaining within the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT).

Turkey is developing nuclear power through the Akkuyu plant to diversify its energy mix, without pursuing sensitive fuel-cycle technologies.

In North Africa, Morocco and Algeria operate research reactors for civilian purposes such as scientific research and medical applications, under
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards. While these programs provide technological know-how and infrastructure, they are
officially framed as peaceful and transparent, with no stated intention to move toward nuclear weapons.

Major Nuclear Risks in the Middle East

1. Regional Arms Race

If Iran were to cross the nuclear threshold, other regional powers 1 particularly Saudi Arabia i could follow. This would multiply the number of
nuclear actors in a region already marked by instability and give incentive to other states in the region to strive for nuclear weapons.

2. Low Trust and Weak Communication

Unlike the Cold War rivalry between the US and the Soviet Union, Middle Eastern rivals lack robust crisis-management mechanisms, hotlines,
and arms-control agreements. Miscalculation would be more likely.



3. Preemptive Military Strikes

The fear that a rival is nearing nuclear capability increases incentives
for preemptive attacks on nuclear facilities. Such strikes could rapidly
escalate into wider wars involving regional and global powers.

4. Non-State Actors

The Middle East is unique in the prominence of powerful non-state
armed groups. Even if nuclear weapons remain under state control,
the risk of attacks on nuclear facilities or attempts to acquire nuclear
materials is higher than in more stable regions.

5. Escalation from Conventional Conflicts

Map of MBMagidl @r Widkit medi a Common

Many Middle Eastern conflicts are fought just below the threshold of
full-scale war. In a nuclearized environment, a conventional clash could escalate far more quickly, especially if leaders fear existential defeat.

6. Erosion of the Global Non-Proliferation Regime

Further nuclear proliferation in the Middle East would weaken the global non-proliferation system, encouraging similar behavior in other regions.

A
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Centrsadhadan Leader 6s Summit CaspolynwoCBack:
Tokaywav ns Nucl ear Risks Are Risin

ByKat suhiro Asagiri

Tokyo (INPS Japan) -
Leaders of Japan and the
five Central Asian states

Chaired by Prime Minister
Sanae Takaichi, the
meeting reflected Central

met in Tokyo on Dec. 20 \ SUMMIT ?FTHE“CENTRALASIA PLUS JAPAN” DIALOGUE Asiads strategic
and adopTokyd t £925 TOKYor- i 4 as a Eurasian crossroads
Declaration,0 | aunc and as a region with

new leaders-level format
under the nCe
plus Japan Di
(CA+JAD). The

declaration places at the
core of cooperation two
priorities: strengthening
supply-chain resilience

for critical minerals, and
supporting the Trans-
Caspian Corridor (the

mineral resources essential

to decarbonization and
advanced industries. As

major powers step up
engagement across the
region, Central
weight as a stage for

diplomacy and trade has

been growing.

The Japanese government
Trans-Caspian ‘ ‘ _— o S S — .- - - - emphasized a practical,
International Transport o S S T . . S mplementation-oriented
Route), which links Central Asia with Europe without transiting Russia. approachd translating cooperation into deliverable projects. For
Central Asian countries, the Trans-Caspian Corridor is also a means

4 |


http://chrome-extension/efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/www.mofa.go.jp/files/100954362.pdf
http://chrome-extension/efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/www.mofa.go.jp/files/100954362.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Trans-Caspian_International_Transport_Route
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Trans-Caspian_International_Transport_Route

heightened geopolitical risk. There is also a clear intent to expand
opportunities for Japanese companies to participate in infrastructure,
logistics and digital sectors.

Japani Kazakhstan Joint Statement as the Anchor

Ahead of the | eadersd summi t-JomKt z al
Tokayev paid an official visit to Japan, with a series of diplomatic
engagements scheduled around the trip.

On Dec. 18, Prime Minister Takaichi and President Tokayev held a

summit meeting and issued a joint statemento n a  Fofiemtedu r e
expanded strategic partnership. o TI
based international order grounded in the principles of the U.N.

O SNPGRS ' . Charter, and the two leaders agreed to advance cooperation through
T e 7. . 7. 7.7 . concrdte initiatives in-areas including critical minerals, the energy

transition, and transport and logistics connectivity.

to expand transport options and reduce dependence on any single

transit route. It can help attract investment for modernizing ports,
railways and customs systems, while increasing opportunities to On the Trans-Caspian Corridor, the joint statement specified practical
capture transit and logistics revenues. measures aimed at easing customs and port bottlenecksd such as

training for customs officials in cooperation with the World Customs
Organization (WCO) and support for improving cargo inspection
scanners (cargo inspection equipment) at Aktau Port in western
Kazakhstan. The two leaders also welcomed plans to launch regular
direct flights in 2026 and agreed to begin intergovernmental
negotiations toward the conclusion of a bilateral air services
agreement. In addition, the joint statement expressed an intent to

For Japan, corridor development and cooperation on minerals serve
as a form of risk diversification in economic security. By diversifying
both procurement sources and transport routes for critical mineralsd
such as rare earths and lithiumd needed for batteries, renewable
energy technologies and electronic devices, Japan aims to prepare for


http://chrome-extension/efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/files/100953279.pdf

exchange information and explore potential avenues of cooperation Kazakhstan has,

with the AUN Regional Centre f or &arbused ABgDA9S thd o

Af ghani stano, which was establ i s h datkthe Semipdlatinakt
test site was closed

Tokayev Warns of Nuclear Risks in Tokyo and also the U.N.-
designated
Kassym-Jomart Tokayev delivered a lecture at the United Nations International Day
University against Nuclear
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gliL 1viDUhk&t=5s) Testsd hosted Semipal atinsk former r

meetings in Astana that

On the following day, Dec. 19, President Tokayev delivered a lecture foreground the _

at the United Nations University NHMaQIPRAGS of nyclear weapogs apdicall for sgengingning 4 ¢ ¢ j -
norms underpinning the Central Asian Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone.

These gatherings have included participation by civil society groups

He referred not only to the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and such as the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons

Nagasaki but also to Kazakhst an@s(Ic‘sb‘g)rﬂri‘dpsgk?%atklﬁair%ngerlpaﬂ?ﬁﬁlQSPQ%'ar test site,
where the former Soviet Union conducted more than 450 nuclear

tests, arguing that both Japan and Kazakhstan are countries that Three Priority Areas: Resilience, Connectivity, Human

know the devastating consequences wrought by nuclear weapons. He ~ Development

said practical steps must be steadily accumulated to advance nuclear
disarmament and reduce nuclear risks. At the Dec. 20 summit, President Tokayev attended alongside the

presidents of Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan.

Tokayev also cited Kazakhstanos dBEI @foM PbStelri hglpsAht hBOohge QR

weapons left on its territory after the Soviet collapse, suggesting that and rapid economic expans itamtomabve |
security should not depend solely on nuclear deterrence. profile, and stressed the importance of regional cooperation and
engagement with external partners.

Kat suhiro Asagir.i

are rising again.o


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qliL1viDUhk&t=5s
https://www.icanw.org/
https://www.icanw.org/
https://sgi-peace.org/

Mul ti polar Engagement a#wecKazakhst :
Diplomacy

The Tokyo gathering also underscored the reality of accelerating

summit diplomacy around Central Asi
meeting with the five Central Asian states in Kazakhstan earlier this

year, and the United States invited the same five leaders to

Washington in November.

Kazakhstan, in particular, has| ong pur s uwweac tao rianufl d ri

EIERYENE ]o_olic_yé cultivating relations in parallel with competing major powers to

| presér’vé 'sOVeTeXignty and strategic options. The Tokyo agreementsd

Japan announced the ACA+JAD Toky ocomipring divegrsificatien ofdranspert ceriidarg, expanded coaperagian

priority areas for cooperation: (1) green and resilience (including the on minerals and technology, and the use of development cooperation

energy transition, disaster risk reduction and supply-chain resilience through international institutionsd align with this balancing strategy.

for critical minerals); (2) connectivity (including the Trans-Caspian

Corridor and A.l. cooperation); and (3) human development (including For Japan, the new leaders-level format provides a means to deepen

scholarship programs and cooperation in health and medical fields). engagement with Central Asia by connecting resources, logistics and
technology. For President Tokayev, the visit also served as a platform

The Tokyo Declaration al so expliictoargugtha, asnuctear riskstrenegnergeatiithe o ed fr otnhe Ed |

Central Asia Partnership for Al Cecononeigféure cannot he sepdarated from the decuniy chabengespthat y i

A.l. to resource development and related areas. More than 150 shape it.

documents were signed and announced by public and private

stakeholders on the margins of the meeting, and a goal was presented

to develop business projects totaling 3 trillion yen over the next five

years.

I NPS Japan
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Rel i gious & Ethical Debate: Hal BNurcthiesagsi bBNees

ByRaza Syed, L ogloivsaanam Ul u

The Sacred Framework: P
Transgression and Prote

To navigate this modern quandary, scholars

return to the immutable sources of Islamic

lawd the Quran and the Sunnah (traditions

of Prophet Muhammad, peace be upon

him)d which establish an uncompromising

ethic of warfare. This framework is anchored

by the principles of distinction,

proportionality, and necessity, designed to

ruggle over the < i confine conflict and minimize human

adition, waged in the corridors of suffering.

wer i nmaMuosrliitny st atesf or pdoBiene i ommucl ear arms for

nscience UmmahMuglliomdefensive deterrence, {HBore@dm®ran¥in thé FutaRid

mmunity). The inquirweight of Islamic law, ygefuUfSocand sehgharshRil

ckoning: Can the foudecl ares anyulscedn cseuecthh b fh&e who fight you, but do not overstep the
restraint, mercy, aweapons to be categor i fnfd: GoddoedmBtfolethose wHo BverStep

commodate the logic and a grave transgresst{ag RP@m Dsd @dOMIAR 2: 19

terrence? The jurispcommandal | andscape la tado(ddunot transgres
veals a critical, if uncomfortable, as a comprehensive prohibition against
nsensus: whil e a narr ow ar gu me nt exi sts |n|t|at|ng aggression’ targeting non-
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combatants, and employing disproportionate
force. This 1s
explicit instruct.i
decrepit old man, or a young infant, or a
child, or a woman. o
life is elevated to a universal principle in the
ng that killing
he had s al

on

war ni
as if ain
These principles of restraint were
institutionalized by the first Caliph, Abu Bakr,
who commanded soldiers to avoid harming
women, children, the elderly, monks,
livestock, and even fruit-bearing trees. The
objective of force is strictly military necessity,
not wanton destruction. This ethical bedrock
creates an immediate and severe tension
with the nature of nuclear arms, whose blast,
heat, and radioactive fallout are inherently
indiscriminate, cannot distinguish between
soldier and child, and cause generational
environmental corruption (fasad fil-ard).

operat.i

t

Th

0
I

The Deterrence Argumen
onaljzed 1in th? Prophe
Justi fication for Poss
o his armies: nDo not

In the face of this tension, how have some
Rlusfirstatestahdissholfsijustified thé® ¢ € n t
pursuit of nuclear capabilities? The primary
th&olodicll BrikHoreid? propthénts s @ SinglB | S
QI'RAKI BdQefk QEranpPpPepidl
whatever forces you [believers] can muster,
including warhorses, to frighten the enemies

of God and of yourso (

This verse is invoked to support the concept
of deterrence (radg. From this perspective,
acquiring formidable military strengthd
including, by modern extension, nuclear
arsenalsd to deter aggression and prevent a
larger war is a permissible, even obligatory,
act of communal self-preservation. The logic
is strategic: a credible threat of retaliation
secures peace and protects the sovereignty
and security of the Muslim community. This
view is often framed within the jurisprudential
concepts of maslaha (public welfare)

and darura (extreme necessity), arguing that
in a world of nuclear-armed adversaries,

possesgions 2 tragig pecessity to prevent a

réater harm.
SSjon
ki 11 a

However, this permission is exceptionally
narrow and is almost universally constrained
by a critical caveat. The vast majority of
scholars who entertain the deterrence
argugngnesimyltaneouslyrasseit that the first
use of nuclear weapons is absolutely haram.
It constitutes an unprovoked aggression and
acatasdrephicgviolgtion) of the prohibition
against transgression. The gray zone,
therefore, exists only in the possession of
weapons intended solely to deter, with their
actual use remaining beyond the pale of
Islamic permissibility.

The Prohibition Argumen:t

Il nsur mountabl e Et hical I

The more formidable and dominant scholarly
position holds that nuclear weapons are

intrinsically incompatible with Islamic law due

to their indiscriminate and disproportionate

nature. This argument moves beyond the
specifics of intenett to



characteristics, which violate core Islamic
prohibitions.

The central objection is that nuclear weapons
cannot, by their design, comply with the
Islamic law of distinction. They obliterate the
fundamental line between combatant and
non-combatant, guilty and innocent. Their
long-term effectsd radiation poisoning,
genetic damage, and environmental
devastationd constitute a form of corruption
on earth that harms future generations,
directly contravening the Quranic injunction
against spreading mischief (Quran 2:205).
The principle of proportionality is rendered
meaningless; a nuclear response to any
attack would almost certainly constitute a

di sproportionate
forbidden by Quran 16:126 and 2:190.

Consequently, a powerful consensus has
emerged among contemporary Islamic
scholarly bodies. Institutions like the
International Islamic Figh Academy of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC)
and | eading authori-ti
Azhar have issued declarations stating that

fover

es such as

Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMDs),

including nuclear arms, are forbidden. They
argue these
and their
humanity, 0o i

use fHAconsti
rreconci l

humanitarian ethos and the higher objectives
of Sharia (magasid al-s h a r),ijwhiehh
prioritize the preservation of life, religion, and
intellect.

S P v y 5 y & lelts
Case Studies in Contra
and the Al sl amic Bombo

The tension between these theological
positions is vividly illustrated in the policies of
two Muslim-majority nuclear states: Iran and

Pakistan.
Egypt 6s Al

4

weapons fia

Il rands Str aFoetgodecadest wa :
Iranian diplomacy has been framed by

a fatwae(religibus rulimg) atthbeitedsoe | v e s 0
Supremse Leadec Ayatattah AlaKdpamieneis t

deel wit hgl sl aehbrérna ro Wehd pso |
ruling is presented as a binding, faith-based
prohibition that guides state policy. A closer
examination, however, reveals a calculated
ambiguity typical of strategic statecraft. The

public fatwa explicitly forbidsthei pr oduc t i
st ockpi |l i nfjnuclear wehpounss e 0

Yet, critics and analysts note that the clerical

and political discourse within Iran often

focuses narrowly on the sin of use, while

being deliberately vague on the technological
threshold of fAproducti ol
starkly highlighted in 2021 by then-
Intglligence Minister Mahmoud Alavi, who
ilatedn: "The PypPLE™e
nucl ear weapons are
But a cornered cat
Thus, l rands position e:
religious-ethical argument can serve as both

a genuine moral stance and a flexible

instrument of geopolitical strategy, leaving a
deliberate gray zone between prohibition and
existential readiness.

Le:
agai
may b



Pakistanods Doctrine of cBhela®i 6n: An |mperatpe\(fp@ntlﬂisoe[;hicatqoqurs(gtgq,movingit

Det er r dmconegast; Pakistan, the only be%/ond the pragmatics of strategic posturing.

_ o i Leadership and Disar mameén _ i o
Muslim-majority state with declared nuclear The true task is to affirm a clear, principled
weapons, represents the deterrence The Islamic debate on nuclear weapons does  Stance rooted in the core of the faith: that
argument in practice. Faced with a nuclear- not yield a simplistic verdict. It presents a genuine security for the Ummah and for all
armed I ndia, Paki st ano §adhake £hdl déply fotited RIBSE & humanity lies not in the balance of nuclear
framed by some domestic voices as a contingent, heavily debated, and politically terror, but in the courageous, faithful, and
necessary filferthadeferse dd 0 MR gnt allowance for possession as a urgent pursuit of peace, justice, and total
the Ummah. Its justification rests squarely on deterrent, existing in permanent tension with disarmament.
the principles of darura (necessity) and the a near-absolute theological and
Quranic command to fpr gl prehibRidh WrEukeOThit GeatBsd) - INPS Japan/London Post
Pakistani strategists argue that their nuclear morally precarious positiond a security
arsenal is purely for defensive deterrence, doctrine reliant on the threat of an act

with a declared no-first-use policy aligning (in considered religiously abhorrent.
theory) with the Islamic prohibition on

initiating aggression. This case demonstrates
how national security imperatives can
dominate the ethical discourse, legitimizing
possession through a selective application of
jurisprudential principles, even as the
terrifying destructive power of the weapons

The ethical trajectory within global Islamic

discourse, however, is bending decisively

toward prohibition and disarmament. From

the formal rulings of major scholarly

academies to the multi-faith declarations at

the United Nations, there is a growing

recognition that the logic of nuclear

deterrence is fundamentally at odds with the

globally. i mperative to fisafeguard future generationsbo
and uphold the sanctity of Godos creati on.
The ultimate challenge for Muslim scholars, m $ -Q)_ - e
intellectuals, and political leaders is to =

4

themselves continues to provoke profound
ethical unease among many Islamic scholars




a t he Fut uC@ntorf olINuU dBesttcewwrerdemnnese a n d

ByShuchita Jha

Bayeux, France
(London Post) - The global
nuclear order is at its most

technological advantages.

The stabilizing architecture
fragile point since the end of
the Cold War. With the New
START Treaty set to expire in

of arms control,
painstakingly built over
decades, is collapsing. For
February 2026 and no over fifty years, treaties from
SALT | to New START capped

and reduced deployed

serious negotiations
underway to replace it,
" B o

- . strategic weapons, providing
become the central variable

predictability and
shapi ng the future of transparency. That era now

strategic stability. Moscow ap pears to be ending.

t = 1 ~ L ﬂ ,
largest nuclear arsenal, with o ) participation in New START in

_ _ missiles, Tu - 160M2 strategic bombers, .- , ‘
approximately 5,580 warheads, of which x Iox ¢ _ S, o

. and novel systems such as the Avangard _ _ ) ) )
1,588 are strategically deployed under o . _ regime, leaving both sides operating with
. hypersonic glide vehicle and the Poseidon _ _ . o
New START counting rules as of _ increasing uncertainty. The de - ratification
o _ nuclear - powered torpedo. This .
September 2024. It maintains a diverse o _ of the Comprehensive Nuclear - Test- Ban
) _ o ) modernization reflects both a desire to . )

tria d and is modernizing virtually every o o Treaty in Novem ber 2023 further signaled

) ) ensure survivability and a determination ‘ . .
leg of its strategic forces: RS - 28 Sarmat . R I X

_ _ _ to offset perceived U.S. a nd NATO ‘ C o :

ICBMs, Borei- A submarines with  Bulava oL T, .
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Russia could theoretically increase its
deployed arsenal by up to 60% by
uploading more warheads onto existing
missiles and bombers.

While Moscow has floated temporary
extensions, these are stopgaps, not
solutions. Analysts such as SIPRI warn that
bilateral nuclear arms control between
Russia and the United States is now

6° -

threatens to spur a new, mor e complex,

and riskier arms race.

~ - g . . _—
scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022 has
eroded norms as much as treaties.
Persistent nuclear saber - rattling, the
deployment of tactical nuclear weapons
to Belarus, and repeated drills simulating
limited nuclear strike s in Europe have
blurred the line between deterrence and

coercion. This weaponization of rhetoric

+ 5 = = 4+ T N % o T - 5 = 1

doctrine has also shifted: updates in 2020

.......

5

°

and 2024 lowered the threshold for
nuclear use, listing conventional attacks
on Belarus, massive aerospace strikes, or
threats to sovereignty as possible
triggers. Nuclear signaling has become a
deliberate tool to deter NATO intervention
and to coerce poli tical concessions.
Two contrasting expert interpretations
dominate the debate on where Russia is
helading antl what it means‘foy arms
control. Dr. Olga Oliker of Crisis Group
argues that Russia no longer believes
bilateral, legally binding arms control with

" the United States i s possible or desirable.
" A ) ‘ A.

5 N [ - <

assured retaliation under any
circumstances, not numerical parity. The
suspension of treaties is not an emotional
reaction but a deliberate signal that
Russia is prepared to live in a world
without constraints as long as its second
strike capability remains unquestioned.

. Actording t@ this school of thought,
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rest on unilateral confidence - building

4 [

nuclear weapons to Belarus and its

measures, tacit red lines, and political
frameworks rather than treaties. Moscow
may accept a non - binding successor to
New START after 2026, but only if it
includes U.S. intermediate - range missiles
in Europe, Chinese strategic forces, and
space - based asset s3conditions

Washington currently rejects.

A more pessimistic reading comes from
Prof. Dmitri Trenin, formerly of the
Carnegie Moscow Center, who contends
that Russia has abandoned the
intellectual framework of mutual assured
destruction in favor of escalation

~ dominance and warfightihg credibility. He

~’ _‘iﬂ ’

repeated drills as evidence of a posture
designed not merely to deter NATO but to
coerce it. From this perspective,
numerical arms control is a Cold War relic
that constrained Mosc  ow while the West
built conventional and missile - defense

superiority. The'Kremlin is deliberately_

. .moving toward a posture_whereit can

credibly threaten limited nuclear use in
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regional conflicts while maintaining
strategic parity. In this world, arms control
is not merely frozen 3itis irrelevant.

Other experts echo these divergent logics.
Dr. Sergei Ivanov emphasizes deterrence
as rational survival in a hostile
environment, arguing that treaties are
tools of leverage rather than constraints.

. ~ ~ g -

5 - 1

moves to gain con cessions. By contrast,
Dr. Elena Petrova insists that
disarmament is the only rational path,
warning that doctrinal ambiguity

increases the chance of miscalculation
and that exotic systems like Poseidon
destabilize strategic stability. Similarly, Dr.
Elena Morozov portrays Russia as a
rational actor seeking updated rules in a
multipolar world, while Prof. Aleksander
Grant views it as a revisionist power
exploiting nuclear risk for coercive
diplomacy. Together, these perspectives
highlight the trilemma facin g nuclear
arms control: security through deterrence,
stability through treaties, and trust

t L t X
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to balance these imperatives, though its
current trajectory leans heavily toward
deterrence.

Koci g<"Rtgukfgpv"Zk"Lkpr
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The broader context complicates matters
further. China is engaged in a historic
nuclear buildup, potentially tripling its
warhead count to at least 1,500 by 2035.
India, Pakistan, and North Korea are also
expanding their arsenals. This multipolar
nuclear | andscape makes future arms
control vastly more complex. The United
States insists that any post - New START
agreement must include China, a

;;;;;

5

advances in artificial intelligence, cyber
capabilities, hypersonic missiles, and
space - based weapons create new
domains of potential conflict that old
numerical treaties cannot address. Public
opinion research suggests that
deterrence and disarmament are not
mutually exclusive in the global
imagination: while the ultimate goal
remains a world free of nuclear weapons,
the immediate priority is managing and
reducing nuclear risk.

Navigating away from the current
precipice will require pragmatic steps.
Even without a formal treaty, the U.S. and
Russia should salvage transparency
through reciprocal data exchanges and
military - to - military communication to
prevent miscalculation. Risk  reduction
measures such as de - alerting, clearer
protocols for dual - capable systems, and
rules of the road for cyber interactions

with nuclear command systems could
lower the chance of accidental use. A
broader framework must eventually

emerge, perhaps begi  nning with a
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trilateral U.S. - Russia - China freeze on
stockpile sizes, followed by inclusive
dialogue with other nuclear powers.
Verification mechanisms must adapt to

new technologies, and multilateral
institutions like the UN and IAEA must
develop next -generation tools to monitor
compliance even in periods of treaty
breakdown.

The conclusion is stark. Legally binding,
verifiable nuclear arms control between
Russia and the United States is effectively

Twuukc"vg"Dgnctwu"yknn"

suspended for the foreseeable future, and
possibly for good. Where experts differ is

' a. LT LT
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interest - based stabilization without
treaties, others see preparation for

t 1 t ‘ ‘ -
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Ukraine ends a nd U.S.bRussian relations
fundamentally change, neither a new
treaty nor a return to Cold War  bstyle
détente appears likely. The world is
entering an era where nuclear deterrence
will be managed less by agreed numbers
and more by raw calculations of

survivability, resolve, and red lines D with
all the risks that entails. The path chosen

in the coming months will resonate for
generations.

A failure to re - establish guardrails will
normalize nuclear brinkmanship,
incentivize proliferation, and make the
unthinkable 3the use of a nuclear
weapon 3 incrementally more likely. The
alternative, a renewed commitment to
cooperative security and pragmatic risk
reduction, offers the only viable route

back from the brink. As long as these
weapons exist, history teaches that one
day they may be used, by accident,
miscalculation, or design. The choice
between managed deterrence and
catastrophic conflict rests og, decistions -
made today.

| NPS Jlampmdon, Post



Resumption of
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Trumpbés rece
announcement

resume nucl e
rekindles ni
a bygone era
military per
civilians we
devastating
fall out s.

In the five decades
between 1945 and the
opening for the signature
of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT) in 1996, over 2,000 nuclear
tests were carried out all over the world. The
United States conducted 1,032 tests between
1945 and 1992.

According to published reports and surveys,
it was primarily military personnel who

US Test s

ByThalif Deen

participated in U.S. nuclear weapons testing.
The U.S. government initially withheld
information about the effects of radiation,
leading to health problems for many
veterans.

And it was not until 1996 that Congress
repealed the Nuclear Radiation and Secrecy

5.
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Agreements Act, which
allowed veterans to
discuss their
experiences without fear
of treason charges.

Although a 1998
compensation bill did not
pass, the government
has since issued an
apology to the survivors
and their families.

Some civilians were
exposed to radioactive fallout from early
nuclear tests, like the Trinity test in New
Mexico. And like atomic veterans, these
civilians also suffered from long-term health
effects due to their exposure to radiation, the
reports said.


http://www.ctbto.org/the-treaty/treaty-text/
http://www.ctbto.org/the-treaty/treaty-text/

Dr. M.V. Ramana, contamination may escape into the weapons at Bi kini atol |,

Professor and Simons atmosphere, either at the time of the International League for Peace and Freedom
Chair in Disarmament, explosion or more gradually during routine (WILPF) said, AWhat shoi
Global and Human post-test activities. not an obsolete battleship but the whole
Security Director pro process of the manufacture of the atomic
tem of the School of fiMore than half of allbeowmbte conducted at the
Public Policy and Nevada Test site have led to radioactivity
Global Affairs at the being released to the atmosphere. The iThat statement is stildl
University of British second is that the radioactivity left be shutting down the capacity to build and
Columbia, Vancouver, underground makes its way over a long use nuclear weapons, not refining the ability
OCOR@ocpc told | PS on e pedod 6fsimednto groundwater or to the to carry out mass murde.
know exactly what surface. 0 Ramana.
kind of nuclear tests might be conducted.
In 1999, he said, scientists detected Meanwhile, in the five decades between
Even though the United States has not plutonium 1.3 kilometers away from a 1968 1945 and the opening for signature of
ratified the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, nuclear weapons test in Nevada. In addition the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
in 1963, it did sign atthese entironmgntatdangersiitiergreadet y Treaty (CTBT) in 1996, over 2,000 nuclear
banning nuclear weapon tests in the danger is that if the United States resumes tests were carried out all over the world.
atmosphere, in outer space and under nuclear weapon testing, then other countries
water, 0 commonly knownwadldfollowwsit. Parti al Test 9 The United States c
Ban Treaty. tests between 1945
nAl ready, we have seen calls to prepare to
Since then, he pointed out, all of its nuclear resume testing from hawks in other countries,
tests have been conducted underground. such as I ndia. o
There are two kinds of environmental
dangers associated with underground Decades ago, Ramana pointed out, when the
nuclear tests. The first is that radioactive US government planned to test nuclear

5.
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nuclear testing is remarkably shortsighted strength, a US return to nuclear weapons
and dangerous, even by his impulsive and testing could be used as a justification to do
reckless standards. the same by other current and prospective

nuclear weapons states. In effect, it could be
iPresident Trump seemsasgelsf bwlef imalkiimgy prhephecy. o
incorrect assumption that the US government

always gets the last move in foreign policy. As William Broad recently reported in the
He attempts to conduct foreign policy by New York Times, part of the challenge of
| tqwpf"| gtg chvgt®vjg" v issuing pronouncements, rather than interpreting President
W . . . engaging in the hard work of policymaking pronouncement on nucl eatl
vguv. "yj kej vggm"rnceg"q
Fqockp and diplomacy or even ensuring that his not clear what he means. Does he mean full-
actions are |l egal . o scale, supercritical testing, or is he talking
1T The Soviet Union carried out 715 about testing that produces an extremely
tests between 1949,@d0dseh@idpparently assuming that small explosion, such as hydronuclear

T The United Ki ngd o nthedU$ govamgent cgnupilaterally decideto  testing?
tests between 19 5 2resimedqucleaytgstingwithout prompting the

same actions from other countries, she said. Either way, the US government would be
1 France carried out 210 tests breaking the testing moratorium that it has
bet ween 1960 and 1B dpénents of permanent nuclear weapons observed since 1992, she pointed out.

development and nuclear weapons testing

I .China carried out cfalsmthtat?egtitngspresl?esvets\%greelirébilityof ANucl ear testing has r at
1964 and 1996. the arsenal and sends a message of US in many areas, including human, political,
« India carried out stIeng[thetosp?tentllalnadv?raagei.' economl.c,henvwlonmental, mllltaryg anfd legal.
Natalie Goldring, Acronym Instituteds States with nuclear weapons tend to focus on

representative at the United Nations, told IPS f B.u t the Unite d. .§t a.t e s thepercaveddnyitaryi ang polalc:':tlra$p©ct$ oft
that President Trumpos testing program toiensure thedghiahilty ofjtg these weapons.o
nuclear weapons. Rather than demonstrating
5.



But they frequently ignore the profound
human, economic, and environmental costs
for those who were soldiers or civilians at or
near test sites or in the areas surrounding
those sites. Little attention or funding has
been provided to survivors or to cleaning up
the land poisoned by nuclear testing, said
Goldring.

Rather than resuming nuclear testing, those
funds could be used to help remedy the
effects of past tests, including reducing some
of the human and environmental costs.

Instead of threatening to resume nuclear
tests and risking that other countries with
nuclear weapons will follow our dangerous
example, President Trump could take more
constructive actions.

One immediate example is that the last
nuclear arms control agreement between the
US government and Russia, New START,
expires early next year. This agreement
limited the number of deployed nuclear
weapons for both the United States and
Russia and contained useful verification

provisions that are unlikely to continue when
the agreement expires.

|ltés probably too
simple follow-on agreement, but the US and
Russia could still commit to maintaining New
STARTG6s | imits, said

If President Trump really wants to be the
peacemaker he claims to be, he could
commit the United States to the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW).

The TPNW is a comprehensive renunciation
of nuclear weapons programs; States commit
themselves not to develop, test, produce,
acquire, possess, stockpile, use, or threaten
to use nuclear weapons.

AfRat her than taking
President Trump proposes to do, we need to
move forward. o

I n 1946, Al bert Ei
unleashed power of the atom has changed
everything save our modes of thinking and

we thus drift toward unparalleled
catastrophe. o

A
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nstein
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| at e The SPNwWeeftps t Wwag torevarceout efrthis a
predicament. Testing will perpetuate and
exacerbate the human, environmental, and

G ecbndmic costs, among others, she said.
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US Stands Al one Defying

By Thali
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entry into force of

Nucl-EeasBtan Treaty. END TO NUCLEAR
The negative vote followed an E X P L 0 S I 0 N S
announcement by President Trump last  [ksbadatadl UL UL LR LS TUR LD
month that the US plans to resume
nuclear testing after a 33-year hiatus.
The US stood alone on the UN vote,
which was supported by almost all

member States in the General
As s embl| yGommittee.r st

The resolution was adopted by an
overwhelming majority: with 168 votes in ~ ~ * [ o s ae s
favor, with one against (United States)
and 3 abstentions (India, Mauritius, Syria).
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Trump did not specify whether he meant explosive nuclear testing,
R SRR an e Center missile tests, or something else. Russia and China are not conducting
explosive nuclear tests, so the U.S. has no basis to respond in kind.
They are conducting missile tests, but so is the United States,
Cabasso pointed out.

I n fact, she said, the U.S. conduc!
: Intercontinental Ballistic Missile on November 5. The Department of

Defense (now, Department of War) is responsible for missile tests, but

Executive Director at Western States Legal Foundation it is the Department of Energy that is responsible for preparation for

explosive nuclear testing.

Lceswgnkpg"Ecdcuug. " Gzgewvkxg"Fktge\

Rj qvg" Et gf kve<"Mcvuwj kt g" Cuci kt k. " Owr Trumpds announcement was foll owed |

During Trumpds first thevotenAndinloteer US oiNbgeintfel 2NEhétgy Sdtretary Chris Wright sought to explain

years they had been voting in favour. Trumpo6és post when he told Fox News
about right now are system tests. These are not nuclear explosions.

Jackie Cabasso, Executive Director, Western States Legal These are whatwe callnon-cr i t i cal expl osions. 0

Foundation, which monitors and analyzes U.S. nuclear weapons

programs and policies, told IPS the chaos and uncertainty arose from The headline in a New York Times article was dead on target: Trump

Trumpos -thatuaehggd social medi a p pusHes Tedisanith aiNBcR#& Bang & Top Aide SdydNdi-nuc |l ear o .
countries testing programs, | have instructed the Department of War to

start testing our Nuclear WeaponsTRB @Ht 8AYalyePesi8rPher muddi ed, s
unsubstantiated allegations in an interview with 60 Minutes (recorded
The U.S. governmentos first ever {dhbbed 31\b@ aired Noverbert2)tiat Ras3i& ah@Ehindhblve been

resolution in support of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), secretly conducting explosive nuclear tests deep underground.
raises further troubling questions about U.S. intentions.



In a written statement explaining its General Assembly vote, the U.S. economies, stop the creation and production of new and even more

T the only countrytocastaNovotei st at ed, @A The Uni tdangeroSiweapoasas weammmifyg adversity, ignore preparation for

Noé. because several par agr aphs a theinevitabte mextpandemie, eliminatd povierty Bind §eneraflypursue y

are undergoing pol i cytesienoticerandly. T h the ddnity of hreirdan Setuaity rather than perpetual instability and the

pursuing CTBT ratification and therefore cannot support calls for dangerous belief that by madness, mistakes by machines or humans,

ratification and entry into f or c e ordesignwe willnotlead ourselves into destroying civilization through
the use of these horrific devices

Of the other nuclear-armed states, the Russian Federation, China,

France, United Kingdom, Israel, and Pakistan voted Yes. India Elaborating further, Cabasso pointed out that under the 1980 Vienna

abstained, and North Korea did not vote. Thus, the United States Convention on the Law of Treaties, a State is obliged to refrain from

di stinguished itself as a fAr ogue 0 actswhichwauld defeat timeobjecSandaptirgose of a treaty when it has
signed the treaty.

Jonat han Granoff, President, Global Security Institute, told IPS i
the statement dumb and dumber does not further the argument that The United States, Russia and China have all signed but not ratified

such a resumption of nuclear weapons testing would be contrary to the CTBT. Russia withdrew its ratification in 2023 to maintain parity
promises made to induce indefinite extension of the NPT, justify with the U.S. The three countries moratoria on nuclear explosive

further more sophisticated weapons developments in violation of the testing until now are consistent with the intent of the CTBT, but

good faith duties to pursue disarmament under the NPT, end the US Trumpds statements and the U.S. v
advantage of knowing more because it has tested more, upgrade the this commitment into question.

salience of the use and threat of use of nuclear weapons as legitimate

tools of communication amongst nations, lead to increased spending Indicating just how dangerous and uncertain this situation is, Russian

on developing weapons which destroy the user as well as adversaries  President Vladimir Putin, in response, has ordered officials to draft

i f used, and stimul ate greater I N prépbsalafer a Podsidle test ¢f BuElearaveagons. N st abi | 1 ty.

AWe critically need to develop trKeeémhnd spokespetroontDmitnyerPesgkdod

protect the oceans and the climate, end the scourge of corruption order to come to a conclusion about the advisability of beginning

stealing between two and four tri prépar&ions forrsuchmestsht&ill take exhcdy@s muphrtidelas ictakesv e
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for us to fully understand the intentions of the United States of

America. o
fAs we continue to advocate for n
el imination of nuclear weaponso,

vigilant that the option of explosive nuclear weapons testing remains
of f the tabl eo.

The United States should reverse course, commit to a permanent
cessation of explosive nuclear weapons testing, ratify the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and invite other nuclear armed states
to follow suit. This would be a huge contribution to long term prospects
for international peace and security, she declared.

According to the Washington-based Arms Control Association (ACA),
if the United States resumes its nuclear testing, other countries, such
as Russia, North Korea, and perhaps China, will likely follow suit,
escalating the nuclear arms race, and increasing global tensions.

I n response to Trumpds rhetoric,
(Democrat-Nevada.) has introduced the Renewing Efforts to Suspend
Testing and Reinforce Arms Control Initiatives Now (RESTRAIN)
Act(H. R. 5894) ch creates fa
testing while simultaneously preventing any funding from going toward

the Trump Admi strat.i

wh i

ni onos

pr(

effort!

And Senator Ed Markey (Democrat-Massachusetts) has introduced
companion legislation in the Senate as the No Nuclear Testing Act (S.

8080) te bhlack renewsedk testing and ltas daltedon ther REnate koe
aparovd ratficatnm o theoComplieheasivenlest Ban freatya i n

gl

I n its appeal, ACA says: AWe enc
Member of Congress this week and tell them to block the resumption

of nuclear explosive testing including by co-sponsoring the
ARESTRAI N Acto and fANo Nucl ear

ACA has been at the forefront of the effort to halt nuclear weapons
testing for decades.

ASince Trumpb6s call for renewed
action to get our message out, to rally Congressional opposition, to
organize with other civil society organizations, and mobilize
international opposition to the resumption of nuclear testing by any
nation. 0
Representative. Di Ti
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ByNaureen Hossain

UNI TED NATI ONS, Novneé6
recent days, nucl ear
flouted the regul ati ol
nucl eapr onloinf er ati on
openly with nucl ear m':
projecting strength.
In the last week, the United States and the
Russian Federation have made public shows
of their nuclear messaging. On the 27th of
October, President Vladimir Putin revealed a
new nuclear-powered missile capable of
staying airborne far longer than conventional
missiles and even evading missile defense

S

this is meant to reinforce wuss:

might, which Putin has leaned on since the
start of the Ukraine invasion in February 2022.

More recently, on 29 October, President Donald Trump announced via
social media that he wanted to resume nuclear testing for the first time
in thirty years. I n his post he

systems. Some experts have suggested that e ;b: T )

.

1 programs, | have instructed the Department
of War to start testing our Nuclear Weapons
on an equal basis. o0

. As he made this announcement just before

| his meeting with President Xi Jinping, some
experts have consideredt hat Chi nads
- expanding nuclear arsenal has prompted

some calls in Washington D.C. to quickly

Nuclear testing by major powers like China,
Russia or the U.S. has not been conducted in
decades. Yet analyses have warned that
T : TR ‘ * ¢ = suchran act would only further complicate
6s nuclear relations between this triad.

All these developments should not come as a surprise. Even as
countries have been aware of the dangers of nuclear weapons since
1945, this has not completely stopped them from expanding their
forces. As of June 2025, there are over 12,400 nuclear warheads in

W thé@vord.in ofil\Bass@all petcéntage fof coubties The 0.8. @ritl Riissice s
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“moderni ze the U.S. 6s owr
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https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/29/us/politics/trump-nuclear-weapons-testing.html?nl=Breaking+News
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/26/world/europe/russia-burevestnik-missile.html?nl=The+Morning
https://apnews.com/article/russia-putin-ukraine-nuclear-missile-trump-ukraine-1bde7246084003a9a20c873360ebeed5
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/29/us/politics/trump-nuclear-weapons-testing.html?nl=Breaking+News
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/29/us/politics/nuclear-test-ban.html
https://www.cnn.com/2025/10/30/politics/us-nuclear-testing-trump-advisers

account for 90 percent of those warheads, both possessing more than
5,000 nuclear warheads. According to the Stockholm International
Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), nearly all nine of the nuclear states
moved to modernize their existing nuclear arsenals and acquire new
missiles in 2024.

Increasing geopolitical tensions have increased feelings of uncertainty
and instability, which seems to have led countries to prioritize national

The threat of nuclear weapons seemed to loom over major events this
year, even as their efficacy as a deterrent was thrown into question.
As India and Pakistan engaged in aerial battles and strategic strikes in
May, the conflict demonstrated to the world how close two nuclear
powers could come to war.

Meanwhile, in the context of the ongoing war in Ukraine and the
perceived threat from Russia, European nations, including France and
the U.K., are moving to prioritize investments in defense, including
deterrence. Germany, Denmark and Lithuania are among some of the
countries that have also expressed interest in hosting nuclear
weapons for the nuclear states.

William Potter, Director of the James Martin Center for
Nonproliferation Studies, expressed concern over the dangers posed
by nuclear weapons due to miscalculations and misperceptions at a
ti me At her e i a total | ag
t he ear weapons possessors.
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security. The nuclear-armed states have made moves to expand the
capabilities of their arsenals. SIPRI estimates that China now owns
600 nuclear warheads. Both the United Kingdom and France have
ongoing programs to develop strategic weapons, including missiles
and submarines. North Korea continues to expand its military nuclear
program, accelerating the production of fissile material to make more
nuclear warheads.

AThe nucl weapons, the
use, but even more dangerous is the absence of a political climate in
which serious arms control and disarmament measures can be
pursued, 0 Potter d I PS.

mor e ear

t ol

The safeguards for nuclear arms control are also being challenged.
The NEW-Start treaty, the last remaining arms control treaty between
the U.S. and Russia, is set to expire in February 2026, though both
countries have considered voluntarily maintaining the limits on
deployed strategic nuclear weapons for one year. Yet in this past
week, that promise has been undercut by both parties.

At the same time, there are the continuous calls for nonproliferation
and disarmament. Advocates from all over have raised awareness on
the impacts of radiation on communities, on public safety and on the
environment. The United Nations has platformed and rallied these
advocates and has raised the alarm for disarmament since its official
behinning om 84tOctobergl84p.e ct , and empat hy
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https://www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2025/nuclear-risks-grow-new-arms-race-looms-new-sipri-yearbook-out-now
https://www.frstrategie.org/en/publications/recherches-et-documents/european-dimension-deterrence-prospects-cooperation-2025
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/trump-says-putins-offer-nuclear-arms-control-sounds-like-good-idea-2025-10-05/
https://www.reuters.com/business/aerospace-defense/could-us-russia-extend-last-nuclear-weapons-treaty-2025-10-06/

Amidst this, there is the fear of a new nuclear arms race. During the example of the Blueprint for Action that came out of the second

high-level meeting on the elimination of nuclear weapons in summit on Responsible Al in the Military Domain (REAIM) in 2024. It
Septemberthisyear, t he UNOs Chef de Cabi netnotlndingtagreemegnt aReng 61 cauntries, including nuclear

who delivered remarks on behalf of Secretary-General Antonio powers like the U.S., the U.K., France and Pakistan, that provides a
Guterres, said that the worl d wa s frainework mhe eesp&nsilility that pantiescmeet tb falke ininegratirgr ms
race, now defined by new technologies and new domains for conflict Al, and recognizing gaps that policymakers must take into account.

such as cybersp a c e . Rattney warned that flthree eriisksalsfo d hrealUdNt iGemearad Asseml

mi scal cul ation are multiplying. o themilitarydomainand its implications for international peace and
security.o

So if the nuclear states are modernizing their arsenals, how do

modern technologies fit in? Artificial intelligence (Al) is the latest AThis is certainly not a substitut ¢

frontier that countries are navigating and investing significant current strategic context, it can help rebuild some of the trust and

resources in to achieve progress. Given that, national and global confidence necessary for revitalizi

regulations on the safe governance of Al are still nascent as countries

still work to agree on universal agreements for the frameworks for the Researchers from SIPRI have found there are no governance

ethical applications of Al. frameworks specifically for the nuclear-Al nexus compared to those for
conventional military systems. fAln

As it becomes increasingly sophisticated and more accessible, have largely centered on retaining human control in nuclear decision-

member states have been investing resources into incorporating Al in making. This is an essential principle but does not address other ways

the military domain. Given that it does not fit neatly into pre-existing in which Al integration can affect the environment in which nuclear

deterrence frameworks, this has also raised concernsover Al 6sdeci sions are made, directly or i nct

possible fidestabilizing effects, o according to Wi lfred Wan, Direct ol

the SIPRI Weapons of Mass Destruction Programme. i Absent a framework that addresses
regulatory and technical measures, there remains the risk of

It has prompted stakeholders to engage in serious negotiations on Al accelerated integration of Al among nuclear-armed states in a manner

governance in the military domain, including guardrails to reduce the that destabilizes the security environment, threatens strategic stability,

risk of escalation, Wan told IPS. At the multilateral level, he cites the and i mpacts the risk of nuclear us:


https://news.un.org/en/story/2025/09/1165965
https://thereadable.co/reaim-blueprint-for-responsible-ai-use-military/
https://overseas.mofa.go.kr/eng/brd/m_5674/view.do?seq=321055
https://overseas.mofa.go.kr/eng/brd/m_5674/view.do?seq=321055
https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/2025-03/2025_3_advancing_governance_at_the_nexus.pdf
https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/2025-03/2025_3_advancing_governance_at_the_nexus.pdf

When assessing the existing approaches
to the governance of military Al, it shows
common areas of concern, such as
raising awareness through multi-
stakeholder engagement and preserving
the capacity for human intervention,
along with applying safety and security
measures to mitigate escalation risks.

Trump directs Pentagon to match
Russia and China in nuclear weapons
testing

At this time, nuclear disarmament and

nonproliferation are critical and may

ing with Chinese

apons test
leader

even provide insight into negotiating the _

governance of Al in nuclear forces. The

approaches to fostering multi-stakeholder Eqpegt pu"cdgwv "

dialogue that include policymakers, non- Etgf kv<"KRU
nuclear states, experts and the private

sector could similarly apply to discussions around Al in nuclear forces.
Though it should be noted that their limited knowledge of nuclear force
structures may constrain meaningful contributions to the debate.
Nevertheless, their participation must be facilitated if nuclear parties
truly value human control in this factor.

Nuclear and non-nuclear states must recommit to the anti-nuclear
agreements, including the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Treaty
for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, and the Comprehensive
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. Potter stressed the importance of
disarmament and nonproliferation education, particularly to empower

pwengct

dangers. o

future generations
ways to reduce pressing nuclear

The UN can employ its influence in
advancing disarmament efforts through
dialogue and awareness efforts from the
General Assembly and the Office of
Disarmament Affairs (UN-ODA). The UN
has also confirmed it will convene an
independent scientific panel to assess

the effects of nuclear warfare and an

Expert Group on Nuclear-Free War

vguvkpi" Zones.
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US Threatens to Resume Nuclear Testingtwlimis|l &/0F

ByThal i f Deen

UNITED NATIONS (IPS) i The lingering after-effects of nuclear tests
by the worl dds nucl ear powers hayv
hundreds and thousands of victims world-wide.

The history of nuclear testing, according to the United Nations, began
16 July 1945 at a desert test site in Alamogordo, New Mexico when
the United States exploded its first atomic bomb.

In the five decades, between 1945 and the opening for signature of
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) in 1996, over
2,000 nuclear tests were carried out all over the world.

; -~ '2-
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Since the CTBT was opened for signature in September 1996, 10

. S g «“%3"..
nuclear tests have been conducted: e B A

Qp" Qevqgqdgt "38. "3;86."vjg"RggrngXu" T
On October 30, President Donald Ttrump, just ahead of his meeting pwengct"vguv."ocmkpgio"ghV'uwjcg"gO\hjvigpd W e

. . . C e . . . Dt kvckp"cpf"HtcpBdT"Kkworynguw'kagpw O mkw
with Chinese President Xi Jinping, announced on social media, that mkngvqpuo” Rt'gNgrVPWE 8" Bj BBc 0" Et gf kv <

the US will resume testing nuclear weapons for the first time in over
The main former US nuclear test sites were the Nevada Test Site

30 years.
(now the Nevada National Security Site) and the Pacific Proving
But this time on an fdequal basi so Gr\(l)vuln(%s ik th&l\lﬁlasrsgalll Iglangsnar&d n%%'ﬁmtr']maat.' (Christmas) Island.


http://www.ctbto.org/the-treaty/treaty-text/

Other tests also occurred in various locations across the United
States, including New Mexico, Colorado, Alaska, and Mississippi.

The Nevada test site, located in Nye County, Nevada, was the most
active, with over 1,000 tests conducted between 1951 and 1992.

Speaking at a meeting, September 26, on The International Day for

the Tot al El i mination of NGenelak a r
Antoni o Guterres warned fdAnucl ear
nucl ear saber rattling is |l ouder
Meanwhi | e, a New York Times stor
Racing to Lead World in Nuclear

tests by China between 1964 and 1996.

According to one report, nuclear test survivors in China, particularly
ethnic Uyghurs in Xinjiang, face a situation where their health issues
from radiation exposure are largely unrecognized, and their voices are
systematically silenced by the government.
AThe Chi state has actively
devastating consequences of its nuclear testing program on the local

popul ationo.

nese

According to an Al generated

atmospheric and underground tests, which included 22 atmospheric

overvi

detonations, which exposed the local population to significant
radioactive fallout.

The
i sol

Chi
atedo

t he
per manent r

nese government <c¢l ai med
area with no

and farmers had lived there for centuries.

Weepepdent research bhi an8celatat egideace yaint a grim picture of
theharhan ang environmerdat cests.a r e ng,
than in past

returni whi |

decades. o

Medical experts have documented a disproportionate increase in
y cafcers, bitthalefectg, Bykenhagaadidegenemtive dis@deisma i s
P Kinyiang comparedcto thkegestofeChika. t o t he 45 nucl eal
Alice Slater, who serves on the boards of World BEYOND War and
the Global Network Against Weapons and Nuclear Power in Space,
and is a UN NGO Representative for the Nuclear Age Peace
Foundation, told I PS regardl ess
downwinders at Lop Nor, is it any more egregious than the treatment
of the downwinders in Nevada, Kazakhstan, and the Marshall Islands,

s whe pufferesl the affects of U Russhan and rrenchgests?t t h e

of

What can we LEARN from China during these terrible times if
imminent nuclear annihilation?

ew, Chinabds tests included both



They just reissued their joint appeal with Russia to negotiate treaties
to ban weapons in space and war in space and pledged never to be

the first to use or place weapons in space. Unlike the US and Russia
which keep their nuclear bombs on missiles poised and ready to fire,
China separates their warheads from their missiles, she said.

The Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons DID enter into
force when 50 countries ratified it, she pointed out. Although many
more than 50 have now signed and ratified it, NONE of the nuclear
weapons states or any of the US allies harboring under the US

nucl ear Aumbrell ad have signed. ,

Tarig Rauf, Former Head of Verification and Security Policy,
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), told IPS: Is the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty a Flawed Treaty?

The objective of a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing originally
had been truly comprehensive: non-proliferation and disarmament, but
the CTBT lacks substantive link to nuclear disarmament, he pointed
out.

AThroughout the treaty negotiat.
of testing became progressively de-linked from the ultimate objective
of the total elimination of nuclear weapons.

0]

In the final text, non-nuclear-weapon States were barely able to
establish a relationship between the exhortations for disarmament in
the preamble and the operative text.

The CTBT even permits non-explosive forms of testing, which, with
advances in technology, may today be used to refine nuclear weapons
and to design new ones. Nuclear test sites remain active in China,
Russia, US (DPRK, India, Pakistan ??). France is the only NWS to
have decommissioned its test site.

€Hink, Egy®,lIranf Rugsia and the US need to ratify, but there is no
pressure exerted on these NPT States in NPT meetings. And the
same goes for non-signatories, DPRK, India, Israel and Pakistan, he

said.
Al't seems that the CTBT will never
moratoria on nuclear testing would

Kazakhstan and the Marshall Islands are leading efforts to set up an
international trust fund for victims of nuclear testing, under the aegis of
Article 6 of the TNPW. The CTBT lacks any provision on assistance to
nicdims ot tdsteng, Rawfrsgdo s e of a ban on all f ol
According to the United Nations, The Comprehensive Nuclear Test

Ban Treaty bans nuclear testing everywhere on the planet 8 surface,
atmosphere, underwater and underground.



The Treaty takes on significance as it also aims to obstruct the Further, he said, American explosive testing would provide justification

development of nuclear weapons: both the initial development of for Pakistan, India, and North Korea to expand their own testing

nuclear weapons as well as their substantial improvement (e.g. the regimes, destabilizing an already fragile global nonproliferation

advent of thermonuclear weapons) necessitate real nuclear testing. architecture at precisely the moment we can least afford it.

The CTBT makes it almost impossible for countries that do not yet AThe United States would gain very
have nuclear weapons to develop them. And it makes it almost would sacrifice decades of hard-won progress in preventing nuclear
impossible for countries that have nuclear weapons to develop new or proliferation. o

more advanced weapons. It also helps prevent the damage caused by
nuclear testing to humans and the environment.

| NPS Japan/ I PS UN Bureau Report
Reacting to Trumpbs announcement, U.S. Senator Jack Reed
(Democrat -Rhode Island), the top Democrat on the Senate Armed
Services Committee, said: AOnce ag

R

wWr ong
when it comes to nuclear weapons p

This time, he seems to have ordered the Pentagon to resume nuclear
explosive weapons testing. This confusing directive reflects a
fundamental misunderstanding of our nuclear enterprised it is the
Department of Energy, not the Department of Defense, that manages
our nuclear weapons complex and any testing activities.

nBreaking the explosive testing mor
Russia, and China have maintained since the 1990s would be

strategically reckless, inevitably prompting Moscow and Beijing to
resume their own testing programso.

at es,



Breaking ' i n Tokyo:
0 t Do cNumeniéd &ary®&a a

A Kazakh Fil mmaker C

ByKat suhiro Asagiri

event was co-organized by the Kazakh Nuclear Frontline Coalition
(ASQAQQNFC), the Soka Gakkai Peace Committee, and Peace Boat,

with support from Japan NGO Network for Nuclear Weapons Abolition
(JANA).

The hall itself is symbolic in Jap:
afterJosei Toda, the second president of the Buddhist organisation

Soka Gakkai, who in 1957 made his historic Declaration Calling for the
Abolition of Nuclear Weapons before 50,000 youth members. That
appeal has become a mor al pillar of
for peace and disarmament.

Recl ai ming Womends Voices

AThis film was made to make visibl
lived in silence. They are not victimsd they are storytellers and
changemakers, 0 Seitenova told the
students and peace activists.

TOKYO (INPS Japan) i The screening room at the Toda Peace
Memorial Hall in Tokyo fell silent as Kazakh filmmaker and human
rights advocate Aigerim Seitenova stepped forward in a black T-shirt stories of women from Semey, formerly known as Semipalatinsk, the

and green skirt to introduce her 31-minute documentary, fi J a'r a site of 456Soviet nuclear tests conducted between 1949 and 1989.
Radi oactive Patriarchy: Th&ecreening of Qazagstan. o

Her documentary, Jarad me ani ng @ wo u ndalsthien Kaz a


https://aigerimseitenova.com/
https://aigerimseitenova.com/jara_radioactivepatriarchy
https://aigerimseitenova.com/jara_radioactivepatriarchy
https://nuclearabolitionjpn.com/english
https://nuclearabolitionjpn.com/english
https://www.joseitoda.org/
https://www.sokaglobal.org/resources/study-materials/commemorative-dates/september-8-declaration-calling-for-the-abolition-of-nuclear-weapons.html#:~:text=The%20second%20president%20of%20the,Yokohama%20on%20September%208%2C%201957.
https://www.sokaglobal.org/resources/study-materials/commemorative-dates/september-8-declaration-calling-for-the-abolition-of-nuclear-weapons.html#:~:text=The%20second%20president%20of%20the,Yokohama%20on%20September%208%2C%201957.

Unlike earlier films that focused on physical devastation and disability As a university student in Almaty, the largest city in Kazakhstan, when
caused by nuclear testing, Jara explores the unseen and she introduced herself as being from Semey, a classmate mockingly
intergenerational impacts: the stigma, the psychological scars, and the asked if she had fia tail .o
inherited fear of bearing children.
AThat moment stayed with me, 0 she I
AMost films show Semey as 6the moesuchekedhpitmcesonoEaobhhydédphywaoakd
to show resilience instead of feard to reclaim our story in our own
voice, 0 she said. That experience would later drive her to create a film that breaks that
silence.

JARA - Radioactive Patriarchy: Women of Qazaqstan. Film Teaser
Aigerim Seitenova

Patriarchy and Nuclear Power

In Jara, women appear not as passive victims but as active
participants in their communities, confronting the legacies of secrecy
and discrimination.

A Imilitarizeds oci eti es, nucl ear weapons a
Seitenova said in her speech. fAPeaft
asweakd as feminine. Thatoés the minds:¢

22 (3 Youlube

‘ ‘ : Her feminist perspective connects nuclear weapons and patriarchy,
(https://www.youtube.c o)m/ watch?v _Qg%mgﬁl?a%btﬁ SX/sTans thrive on domination and power over

a documentaryhilm by
i

Breaking the Silence others.

Seitenovabds personal connection to the issue began with humiliation.
From the Steppes to Global Advocacy


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dGY5aHjiyTc

Years later, returning to Semey to film Jara became both a personal

201 8 CTBTO GEM-Youth |ntel‘n and political act of remembrance.

INPS Japan Media

ShecitesTogzhan KassenovaandR&AyoMmclce St @
Banning the Bomb, Smashing the Patriarchy as works that helped her
articulate how nuclear policy and gender inequality are intertwined.

Shared Suffering, Shared Hope

Aut hor made a documentary of the

participated. Credit: I NPS Japan.
Born into a third-generation family affected by radiation exposure in
Semey, Seitenova sai d her activis

and the absence of open discussio

In 2018, she joined the Youth for CTBTO and Group of Eminent
Persons (GEM) 6Youth I nter ropthe onal
Kazakh government. During the five-day programme, young
representatives from nuclear-weapon, non-nuclear and nuclear-
dependent states travelled along with nuclear disarmament experts
overnight by train from Astana to Kurchatov, visiting the former test Lok <7 ) oo

- - - € - N PN o = -

site. Al't was the first time | saw T hée | and That 'snapeag’ my ‘peopl e€ds
hi story, 0 she said.

In October, Seitenova travelled to Japan to participate in the 24th

World Congress of the International Physicians for the Prevention of
7|


https://youthgroup.ctbto.org/
https://www.sup.org/books/politics/atomic-steppe
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2021-11/book-reviews/banning-bomb-smashing-patriarchy-and-treaty-prohibiting-nuclear-weapons
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2021-11/book-reviews/banning-bomb-smashing-patriarchy-and-treaty-prohibiting-nuclear-weapons
https://www.ippnw.org/news/ippnw-world-congresses
https://www.ippnw.org/news/ippnw-world-congresses

Nuclear War (IPPNW) in
Nagasaki, meeting
survivors of Hiroshima
and Nagasaki.

AnThe fight for
justice is not about the

pastd i t 6s about t
future, 0 she seé
about ensuring that no

one else has to live with

the consequences of

nucl ear weapon:s

AJapan and K
share the experience of _
nucl ear suff

sai d. ABut w
transform that pain into
dialogued and into
peace. 0

LW As the applause filled the
Toda Peace Memorial
Hall, the resonance was
unmistakabled linking a

That spirit carried into the hall named for a man

Tokyo screening, where
diplomats, journalists and
peace activists discussed
nuclear justice, gender
equality and youth
participation. ‘ o

who condemned the
bomb to the wind-scarred
plains of Semey, where
the voices of women are
at last being heard.

I NPS Japan

Turning Pain into Power

Through her organisation, the Kazakh Nuclear Frontline Coalition
(ASQAQQNFC), Seitenova works to connect nuclear-affected
communities with policymakers implementing the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW).



https://www.ippnw.org/news/ippnw-world-congresses
https://www.ippnw.org/news/ippnw-world-congresses
https://disarmament.unoda.org/en/our-work/weapons-mass-destruction/nuclear-weapons/treaty-prohibition-nuclear-weapons
https://disarmament.unoda.org/en/our-work/weapons-mass-destruction/nuclear-weapons/treaty-prohibition-nuclear-weapons

| comsiouadal, memomgwaofdit
n Mexico City

Ayal a Al ani s

present represented by three cultures: pre-Hispanic, colonial, and
contemporary. It is a place marked by death and, at the same time, by
the guarantee of life. Here there has been war and peace, trade and
evangelization, modernity and repression, resilience, diplomacy, and
the struggle for nuclear non-proliferation.

A 22- floor tower dominates the landscape of Tlatelolco. For almost 40
yearsd from 1966 to 20050 it housed the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
(Secretaria de RE in Spanish). Today it is the Tlatelolco University

Cultural Center (CCUT in Spanish), a space dedicated to preserving

the memory of this emblematic nei gl
walls tell us how architecture is steeped in history. This building is

proof that the diplomatic sphere in this area of Mexico City was very

— ) ﬁ . ,T‘,, i mportant in a decade that require:t
TUTe A0 tommemmomas s iesa LTt ti i Chavez, CCUT Visual Arts Coordinator, in an interview with INPS
Japan.

Inspired by the United Nations headquarters, the building was the epicenter of
Mexican diplomacy for almost forty years. It was there that one of the most In the 1960s, the Mexican government sought to concentrate the
important chapters in the fight against nuclear weapons was written in 1967, countryoés diplomatic activity, whi
with the signing of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. buildings, in a single location. Tlatelolco was chosen, where the newly
Mexico City  INPS Japan) T To speak of Tlatelolco is to speak of inaugurated Nonoalco-Tlatelolco housing complex stood out as a
history. This site, located in northern Mexico City, blends past and symbol of progress and a showcase for the prosperity that Mexico



wanted to show the world. The SRE tower was inaugurated in 1966
and i mmedi ately became the

From this new place, then-Foreign Minister Alfonso Garcia Robles
promoted a historic event: The Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean, better known as the
Treaty of Tlatelolco. Signed on February 14, in 1967, it made the
region the first Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone in the world. Its relevance
was enormous in the midst of the Cold War, when the planet was
living under the threat of an unprecedented war between the United
States and the Soviet Union that almost took Latin America and the
Caribbean as its battleground, in the episode known as the 1962
missile crisis.

AThis dispute, which seemed bipol
affected everyone. The important thing is that the Treaty of Tlatelolco
continues to resonate today; international organizations such as

OPANAL n d of this, o said

remi us

The SRE tower was designed by architect Pedro Ramirez Vazquez.

Its white marble facade and dark glass windows, standing 102 meters
tall, symbolize fAcleanliness and
foreign policy sought to reflect. The structure was inspired by the UN

headquarters in New York, both in its rectangular shape and in the
interior layout of corridors, auditoriums, offices, and meeting rooms.

e pi c e n mi#ennium,fin 2006, the SREO s

With the beginning of the new

moved its offices to downtown
Mexico City, leaving the tower in
Tlatelolco vacant. The building
had withstood the 1985
earthquake, although it had
suffered structural damage. In
2007, the National Autonomous
University of Mexico (UNAM)
took control of the building and
transformed it into the Tlatelolco
University Cultural Center,
dedicated to the dissemination of ™ m—
atandthggresergaopQf a1 1y .. .. - . L. se it
historical memory. ‘ ‘ T

R daglay,rthe site IR usesgvyo paegmanent exhibition halls. The first tells

the pre-Hispanic history of Tlatelolco, founded in 1337 as a mirror city

of Mexico-Tenochtitl an and key to trade
populations. The second is dedicated to the student movement of

%968 whencop Qciobey 2, the agmy, jonjtiee prdarsrpgthen-Rigsidantc a n
Gustavo Diaz Ordaz, brutally repressed students from the UNAM and
other institutions of higher education. This room commemorates the
victims and the context of repression at the time.



Although there is no permanent room dedicated exclusively to the negotiations that showed the world that Latin America was capable of

Treaty of Tlatelolco, the CCUT keeps its memory alive. In 2025, it working toward the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons.

presented the exhibition Tlatelolco: Epicenter of Nuclear Disarmament

and Feminism, which commemorated the 58th anniversary of the In addition to exhibitions and conferences, the Tlatelolco University
signing of the treaty and the 50th anniversary of the First World Cultural Center organizes concerts, workshops, and community
Conference on Women, held in 1975 in the same tower. activities that strengthen ties with neighboring neighborhoods. Its goal

is to connect local history with new generations and help residents
AThe soul of this building was di ptognimathemselves asgpartafim legacychaticondines resistamce,
innovation. Engaging with the past is not just about recovering culture, and diplomacy.
memory, but rethinking the present and even thinking about the
future, o explains Barajas. That i ©nSeftambenematel§dc tbmmenorhtédihee Victingsfshes e e kKt

link architecture and politics. earthquake that shook Mexico City 40 years ago. In the Nonoalco-
Tlatelolco multifamily complex, that modern symbol of 1960s Mexico,

The memory of Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles, winner of the the Nuevo Ledn building was destroyed and other buildings suffered

1982 Nobel Peace Prize for his promotion of nuclear disarmament, less catastrophic damage, including the SRE Tower, which will

also lives on. The main auditorium and a bookstore on the premises celebrate its 60th anniversary in 2026. The Tlatelolco University

bear his name. In that bookstore, there is a painting that seems to Cultural Center is already preparing for the festivities.

watch over the literature on the historical events of Tlatelolco, such as
the student movement of 1968.

I NPS Japan

The old room where the Treaty of Tlatelolco was signed has been
adapted to current needs. That large hall, where Mexican diplomats
showed visitors from other friendly nations the fusion of the three
cultures that gave rise to contemporary Mexico, is now used for
temporary exhibitions and events. However, a smaller space in the
CCUT recreates what the main hall looked like during those historic




Nucl ear Testing Threats are Returning & Saber

ByThalif Deen

UNITED NATIONS (IPS) i Is the
unpredictable Trump administration toying
with the idea of resuming nuclear tests?

The New York times reported April 10 that
some of Trumpds senio
proposed the resumpt.
for the sake of natio
such US explosion took place in 1992.

But former US Representative Brandon
Williams, (Republican-New York), the new
administrator of the National Nuclear Security

il v il ’ ‘ T ) il il -

Admlnlstratlon (NNSA)’ WhICh plays an - - L “. oo o on ._.‘_ . - . - . . U ‘e_.f‘,n'.‘- PSS ‘...-

integral role in the nationés $1.7 trillion _

nuclear weapons modernization effort, testified last April before the Speakin g. a.t a _me eting, Septe mb_er 2
total elimination of nu-6Géneral Antoni@ a p 0 |

Senate Armed Services Committee he would not recommend the re-

: Guterres warned finuclear testing tI
start of nuclear weapons testing.
S

saber rattling i |l ouder than in pi

The last confirmed full-scale nuclear explosive test was conducted by
North Korea in September 20178 with perhaps more to come.


https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2025/04/08/trump-nnsa-nuclear-brandon-williams-doge/82990589007/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2025/04/08/trump-nnsa-nuclear-brandon-williams-doge/82990589007/

Hard-won progress i reductions in arsenals, the cessation of testing 1 For years, both governments dismissed or covered up the health

these are being undone before our eyes. We are sleepwalking into a dangers associated with the tests, despite Aboriginal communities
new nuclear arms race, Guterres warned, reporting severe health issues like rashes, blindness, and cancers. A
1956 letter from an Australian government scientist mocked a patrol
il call on every State to -Test-Banfy o©ohti cempfehenpnti okei Nugisarthe safet)
Treaty, ending once and for all and for all the dark legacy of nuclear British Commonwealth.
tests.
Despite state-sanctioned ignorance, Aboriginal survivors and their
And every State must support the victims of nuclear use and testing i advocates refused to be silenced, ensuring their experiences were
and confront the enduring harm: poisoned lands, chronic illness, and recognized.

|l asting traumaod decl ared Guterres.
Dr M.V. Ramana, Professor and Simons Chair in Disarmament,

Meanwhile, the devastating after-effects of past nuclear tests from a Global and Human Security and Director pro-tem, School of Public

bygone era are still lingering. Policy and Global Affairs at the University of British Columbia,
Vancouver, told IPS a resumption of nuclear weapon testing by the

During the British nuclear weapons tests in Australia between 1952 United States will most likely lead other countries like Russia, China,

and 1963, Indigenous voices were systematically ignored, resulting in India, and North Korea to test their nuclear weapons.

severe health and cultural devastation, according to a published

report. In turn, this will increase the likelihood of an accelerated nuclear arms
race, and a greater likelihood of nuclear weapons being used

Through decades of relentless campaigning, survivors and their somewhere in the world with catastrophic consequences.

descendants have forced a belated official acknowledgement of the

harm caused. However, the fight for full justice continues to this day, But even without nuclear war, the people who live close to these test

with the voices of many still unheard. sites, which in many cases have included indigenous communities,

will suffer from exposure to radioactive contamination and other
environmental effects.



The only countervailing force that one can place some hope on under
these circumstances is the peace and disarmament movement, that
might be able to catalyze public opposition to testing, declared Dr
Ramana.

Jackie Cabasso, Executive Director, Western States Legal
Foundation, Oakland, California, told IPS: It is somewhat reassuring
that the new head of the U.S. National Nuclear Security
Administration, Brandon Williams, during his confirmation hearings
said he would advise against resuming explosive nuclear tests.

Since 1945, she said, there have been 2,056 nuclear weapons tests
by at least eight countries. Most of these tests have been conducted
on the lands of indigenous and colonized people.

The United States conducted 1,030 of those tests in the atmosphere,
underwater, and underground, while the USSR carried out 715
nuclear test detonations.

ANot only did these nuclear test

spread of nuclear weapons, but hundreds of thousands of people

-~

have died and millions more have sufferedd and continue to sufferd
t he Trump r egi me fiom illhessksairegtly nelated toe¢ha radigaative falloyt fraomswuclegr e | | e
out in a manifesto by Project 2025, which proposes that a second detonations in the United States, islands in the Pacific, in Australia,
Trump administration prioritize nuclear weapons programs over other China, Algeria, across Russia, in Kazakhstan, India, Pakistan, North
security programs, accelerate the development and production of all Korea, and el sewhere, 0 said Cabass:¢
nuclear weapons programs, increase funding for the development and
production of new and modernized nuclear warheads, and prepare to
test new nucl ear

AnHowever, second

According to an Al extract: Some of the major nuclear test sites

she poijndiutleed out .

weapons, 0O
Separately, Robert OO0Brien, TrumpAsNeahdanabssesuteftyUBAViIi aoprdmain
his first term, wrote in Foreign Affairs, that in order to counter China
and continued
should resume nuclear testing.

underground testing for over 40 years. Fallout from atmospheric tests

Russi afs i nvest ment @astcariedby wirnd bvervastcdbwegirid argas.s enal s, t he U

A Pacific Proving Grounds: A U.S.
R U gusnerdus high-picldgelts, includiny éhe D964 ChskleeBragorsitot) i t e c t
caused extensive radioactive contamination.

Budget, 0 said Cabasso.
7

AAnd we must keep in mind that
and co-authors of Project 2025, is now the Director of the powerful

Of fice of Management and



A Semipalatinsk Test Site, KazakhAt Aout A mafoat Somi stckeesssitedivhi:
456 tests exposed as many as one million people to radiation, leading exposed to high levels of radiation suffered from immediate symptoms
to high rates of cancer and birth defects. like nausea, vomiting, and hair loss.

A Novaya Zemlya, Russia: The Sovi AtSbWniloand weseéerscbobrt amrnaheohar Ba
nuclear explosion in history, the Tsar Bomba, in 1961. soil, water, and air for decades, entering the food chain and posing
long-term risks.

A Lop Nor, China: The location for al/l of Chinabs nucl ear tests.

A Disruption of ecosystems: Radi oa«
A Reggane and Ekker, Al geri a; Mur hutaians aachdeathpnaanirgaapopulations, leading to wider ecofogiagalin ¢ h
Polynesia: French nuclear test sites. disruption.

A Maralinga, Emu Field, and MonteBePsy¢chplegianl at mBattl sButeébvVobEbt
experienced profound psychological trauma, anxiety, and fear.

Environmental and health effects include:

A Downwinder compensation: I n the |
A Global radioactive fallout: At me¥npansatonAct(RECA)wasegablished inl9W topravide oact i v
particles, such as iodine-131, cesium-137, and strontium-90, globally. compensation to fADownwinderso who

This significantly increased atmospheric radioactivity, which peaked in ~ diseases from fallout exposure from the Nevada Test Site.
1963.

I NPS Japan/ 1 PS UN Bureau Report

A I ncreased c a-termexposuratd radoactive falloug
has been linked to increased rates of various cancers, including
thyroid cancer, leukemia, and other solid tumors. The highest risks are
often seen in communities living downwind of test sites and in those
exposed during childhood.




Wor MWdr s

ByKunda Di xit

Kat humandu (Nepali Ti
TUkraine. Sudan. Gaza.
not seem |i ke a worl d
getting dangerodst g ¢
in Nepal, we may ¢t hin
removed from it all

2 million Nepalis in
states, nd waorulascal a
devastat owdrr irvemi tt a

economy.

The I sraeld. attacks o
and I ranbés threat to
Hor muz, set off some
petrol stations in Ka
Petroleum makes up a
Nepal 6s i mport bildl
Ten Nepalis were killed in the

Hamas attack on 7 October 2023,

and one is still held hostage in

Gaza. Nepali soldiers in the




Russian Army are fighting and getting killed on the Ukraine front. In both the India-Pakistan : \‘\
aerial combat in May and the -

There are Nepali green card holders enlisted in the US military, and ongoing Israeli raids on Iran,
some of them took part in the Pyongyang-style military parade in some of the targets were
Washington DC on 14 June. While the DPRK tries to deter enemies nuclear installations. We have
with military might, Tr umpvwnsitzpnar a tp&ee ivRresideat Tiurapr n i
not to step out of line. follows through on his

warning to evacuate Tehran,

In the background are warl i ke war RutangystssgethedTr ut n

leader of a global superpower about joining Israel to bomb Iran. possibly deploying bunker Mwpfc" Fkzkv
buster bombs on underground

m T ne

Meanwhile, the other superpower is hitting apartments in Kyiv with Iranian nuclear weapons facilities.
guided missiles. Tv talk show guests in Moscow talk flippantly about
nuking London. Il randés | eaders have warned of retal

Qatar and UAE could be targets. If that happens, all hell will break
Ukraineds audacious drone att acks 0%# Wlghorng thaf saneg oipeg prevaylithe wasld haste prepare ¢ ¢

proved what had been obvious for some time 8 the nature and scope for the three flashpoints that carry the danger of crossing the nuclear
of warfare has changed. threshold: Russia-Ukraine, Israel-Iran and closer to home, India-

Pakistan.

India and Pakistan in May also used UAVs and missiles against each
other. And in a new twist, Pakistani J-10 fighters are said to Nuclear deterrence may have prevented New Delhi and Islamabad

have shot down two Indian aircraft, at least one of them a French- from incinerating each otherds cit]
built Rafale jet. showed how a small miscalculation could have led to such escalation.

Even if those reports are not true, air forces around the world are Both countries had primed their populations through propaganda and
reassessing the capability of Chinese weaponry. mass media to bay for blood. On social media Indians and Pakistanis



were already nuking each other with hate speech, exhorting their
leaders to press launch buttons.

In all three conflicts, that is where the danger lies: public so consumed
by manufactured hatred magnified by the social web that the notion of
nuclear deterrence has become meaningless.

Ukraineds drone attacks deep wi
munitions have changed conventional warfare. Expensive stealth
bombers, main battle tanks, surface-to-air missile launch sites are all
obsolete because these legacy weapons can be destroyed by drones
which can be ordered online on Amazon.

The way these three world wars are being waged, and the loss of
Americads nucl ear umbrella have

Money has been diverted from development, climate mitigation (and in

a tragic irony) famines unleashed by wars.

We in Nepal worry about radioactive fallout from a limited or all-out
nuclear exchange between India and Pakistan. But there is also the
danger of a showdown between a wounded Iran and nuclear-armed
| srael, or even Russiads mbkainef
There are also the ever-present danger of nuclear terrorism by non-
state actors.

And if all that was not worrying enough, here is another danger: the
spread of millions of drones equipped with Al targeting.

As Stuart Russel at the University of California Berkeley warns in his
film Slaughterbots, the world may need another disarmament treaty to
control weapons that are not controlled by humans.

| NPS JMNepaanl i, Ti mes

thin Russia and I ndiabés use of | oi

a
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Propagate and Spread the Message of Peac
80 Years After Hiroshima and

By Kunda Di xit

olderd continue to raise their voices with
strength and conviction, calling for peace
and the abolition of nuclear weapons.

At the Universidad Autonoma
Metropolitana, Cuajimalpa Campus (UAM
Cuajimalpa) in western Mexico City,
Yasuaki Yamashita, a survivor of the
Nagasaki bombing of August 9, 1945,
shared his testimony before dozens of
attendees at a conference dedicated to
remembering that tragic day.

He urged the audience to carry forward

) ) ) . the prayer for peace of all those who | . Sk T ’
Mexico City INPS Japan - Eighty years ago, the world witnessed the S T T

) ) endured the horror of the atomic bombs, X
destructive power of perhaps the most devastating weapon ever .
) . ) i so that the message would spread like
unleashed by humankind. The Japanese cities of Hiroshima and . ~ .
ripples acrosswater.i The small voice of each

Nagasaki became the scenes of one of the darkest chapters in human
history when they were targeted with nuclear bombs. Their destruction
and human toll have reverberated across generations. More than
200,000 lives were lost, yet some who survivedd now in their 80s or

throughout the world. These voices will travel far and wide, and one
day we will be able to live without the threat of nuclear weapons. That
iswhatwe wantd we wa nt Mr.erantaghita®emphasized.



A Childhood in Flames: Yamashi t a@\¥gaJasi $SenbakuoByojn), administering cared but also forging a

, R , bond with patients suffering from radiation-related illnesses. Qne
Mr. Yamashitads recoll ections transgor . u ditTectly to, that fateful
, ) _ _ _ leukemia patient, close in age to him, whom he frequently donated
morning. He was just six years old when an extraordinary flashd fike

blood to, died tragically. The experience of witnessing this decline
a thousand bolts of d)IithgOthBfl;k}'f,nnegkingtri(f<(|j gy 5P g

n a onceo _ _
) ) , etched a%eavy reminder in Yamashita: he too could fall ill at any
the onset of incomprehensible horror. He remembers being at home moment
with his family when the bomb detonated. Their house, located about '
2.5 kil ometers fr om ldpteeundlet sastorimdfs epi cent er, co

|
radiant heat and shockwave. His sister, in another part of the house, : that. elrvwon.ment, the trauma afnd t?el' d]is:“mma“r?:jhe Wlftfness((jadbé
was wounded by shards of glass. Terrified, she mistook her bleeding especially against young women fearful of having children aftected by

head wound for Adangerous oi l use Ead'akt)loyrl]é I{e%hgn.tod:c_)ngelal h'?rn'bﬁklusthaaldreg}tltg'.Y‘et’_hls
connection to Mexico would spark a dramatic turn in his life story.
Inspired by Japanese fascination with Mexican cultured boleros by

Destruction was everywhere. Buildings, roads, and homes lay in ruin. _ o _ ,
) i ) . ) Los Panchos, muralism, and indigenous historyd he began studying
Many perished instantly while others were gravely injured. Amid the , . ) )
Spanish and Meso-American culture passionately. In 1968, during the

chaos, the cityods hospitals were decimated; medi| cal ersonnel “wer e
. _ . ) _ _ . Mexico City Olympics, he was chosen as an interpreter for the
killed or incapacitated, leaving survivors without care. Starvation , , X )
. i Japanese delegation and decided to stay. In Mexico, he deepened his

followed. Families walked for miles through the rubble to reach ) ) )

_ _ . cultural learning, studied Nahuatl, became an interpreter and
farmland, bartering whatever valuables remained for food. Yamashita , )

_ _ translator for Japanese firms, and eventually became a Mexican

recalls walking through devastation, the horror at once surreal and

painfully real. cltizen.
) _ Only in 1995, while in Querétaro, did he break his long silence as a
From Silence to Testimony: A Jou rhiBa?(L}/sha?ind belair? saptleal!dnrg]; gublicly. Initially reluctant, he gradually
For years, Yamashita remained silent about his experience. The embraced public testimony as a form of healingd and activismad it
stigma of radiation survivors in Japand marked by fear, prejudice, and became his mission to bear witness and advocate for a world free of
the belief that the Acontagidodno o hucleahweapons.i | |l ness could harm ot hers

forced many hibakusha into quiet solitude. He began his career in
1960 at the Japanese Red Cross Hospital for atomic-bomb survivors



APeople I i ke Yasuaki are now 80 ye:
falls on young people now. This is not something that should be

treated superficially, as many schools have done. We must raise

awareness. This is something that must never be forgotten, 6 Je s s i «
said.

A Legacy Preserved in Print

At the event, the book Hibakusha: Testimony of Yasuaki

Yamashita was also launched. Written by Dr. Sergio Hernandez and
published by Fondo de Cultura Econdmica, the work chronicles

Y amas hi & &ansundiving Nagasaki and the persistent
?isgrgn'én%ti?nogge/rwlwg, ._to _his emigration to Mexico, and his eventual
role as an activist and artistic creator.

(https:// vwbw.lnudlomamtioeand tw/pupl oa-ds
Yamas-hnterview. mp4

A Young Artistds Tribute: Manga Meets Memory )
Ailtds a short but very moving book.

Back in Mexico City, the power ofd¥¥eaoasmi hatbpoathReyendapedetedt daeapl

with studentsd among them, Jessica Escanddn, a humanities student wanted to hide it,o Jessica refl ect
at UAM Cuajimalpa. Moved by his testimony, she created an

exhibition melding manga art with photographs of Hiroshima and The venue was adorned with a thousand colorful paper cranesd a

Nagasaki victims, located in the Miguel Leon Portilla Library. Japanese symbol of peace and a pledge against ward intended to

Titled Hiroshima and Nagasaki: Testimony of Survival and Resistance, | nspire healing and solidarity. @AF
it featured 34 pieces, depicting the horror and heartbreak of those promise to prevent the continued production of such terrible weapons.

August days in 1945. Yamashitaodos [pe§ BBEREMECH 8§mBoPYBPOtLhE pacifi:
anchor: a hibakushadés enduring r egdmarddéhce.


(https:/www.nuclear-abolition.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/Mr.-Yamashita-Interview.mp4
(https:/www.nuclear-abolition.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/Mr.-Yamashita-Interview.mp4

A Cal | to Action Across Borders

Mr. Yamashita took the opportunity to deliver a powerful warning:

resonate not only in pacifist nations, but also in countries that possess
nuclear armsd such as Russia, the United States, China, and North

Koreadt hat continue to use nuclear th
humanity has yet to fully learn from the horror of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki iWe have worked for years in favor of disarmament, but t hi
Legacy of Light: From Memory to Mc

world is moving in the opposite direction. More and more nuclear
weapons are being produced. Humanity has not truly learned from the
tragedy, 0 he stressed.

He reiterated that no country is immuned even seemingly neutral
ones like Mexico, which share proximity with nuclear-armed
neighbors. AThe

\

i - Am « %

From the ruined streets of Nagasaki to the lecture halls of Mexico City,
Yasuaki Yamashitads journey epitomi
emerge from a single voice, when raised with courage. His

experiencesd surviving an apocalyptic blast, enduring neglect and

prejudice, leaving his homeland to find new beginnings, and ultimately

mo v e me n-ree varld muste a ¢ emegingdas avoice wfconscenced remind us that peace demands

not only memory, but action.

May his Asmall voice, 0 joined with

bring us to a world untainted by the threat of nuclear weapons.

I NP S

Japan




Youth Lead Global Call to Support Hi bakusha

ByKat suhiro Asagiri

Tokyo (1 NPiSMaJdrakpia
the United Natio
Day Against Nucl

organizers emphasi z
shoul der the resport
carrying those voi
activists and ex
the UN Universit
event iThel Rol e o
Supporting Gl oba

Youth Survey on Nuclear
Awareness
The forum was convened by

Hi bakuTshhea .foor um .. five groups with a history of

underscored how advocacy: International

can amplify the g Physicians for the Prevention
survivors of nu of Nuclear War (IPPNW), the
bombings, known Qazaq Nuclear Frontline

the AGlI obald Hi ba Coalition, Soka Gakkai
communities scar International (SGI), the
production, and : : ’ : : ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung
weapons, from Hi = ooioecfe foen e s T T T - (FESpKazakhstan, and
Marshal 18 dmsdands < - c-e- e et Marshallese Educational
strengthen global momentum Initiative (MEI).

toward nucl ear abolition.

The event was part conference, part cafhéfive organizations predestediitesisat resultsvosYoath Peace t he
nucl ear age is not a matter of histor yAwafeness Survey, coadustedtbbt@éen Januiaryi6randeAuguist®d, | i ve i
bodies, memories, and struggles of peogeloss fivexounttiesd the Unitdd StatesAusSt@liaPkeagakihstan, t he

8 1



2025 ISFFFE=EAA

Japan, and the Marshall Islands. Targeting youth aged 18 to 35, the
survey drew responses from 1,580 participants, examining their
knowledge of nuclear weapons, attitudes, and readiness for action.

Aln every country surveyed, those
survivors were more |ikely to be
sai d Dai ki Nakazawa, a representa

listening to Hibakusha is not simply remembrance. It is a catalyst for
activism. o

His colleague, Momoka Abe, added that for their generation, survivor
accounts Aremain one of the most

the human costs of nuclear weapons and the urgency of preventing
their use. 0

Remembering Kazakhstands Nucl ear L:¢

A live online dialogue linked participants in Tokyo with Almaty,

Kazakhstan. Medet Suleimen of FES Kazakhstan recalled his
countryés tragic | egacy: during th:q
conducted at the Semipal atinsk Nucl
northeast, directly affecting some 1.5 million people and their

descendants.

' He reminded the Tokyo audience that much of the data on those tests

was removed to Moscow during the Soviet collapse, leaving
i ndependent assessments patchy at |
poorly understood, 06 he said. oABut 1

KandkRabangardOVRENMELL MbRFeGrthe
Y&RIngfabtPohn"fBPeRAENPEsr &BEI YOI Y]
lrosptyucleyy sgnalgliwyas thaphistorig gestiye that the R, ghose, 1, 5 |
to honor when it designated August 29 as a global day against nuclear
testing in 2009.

A Japanese Perspective

power f ul ways to understand both



For young Japanese, the nuclear legacy is both intimate and distant.
Hiroshima and Nagasaki remain central to national memory, but the
experience of other nuclear victims & Indigenous Australians, Pacific
islanders, Kazakhs d often lies beyond the frame.

Yuki Nihei, an SGI youth who traveled to New York in March for the
Third Meeting of States Parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons (TPNW), recounted a moment that made that gap
vivid. At a side event on Global Hibakusha, she listened to testimony
from an Indigenous Australian exposed to British nuclear tests.

N o
suf feri

consent
ng

ATher e war ni

compensati on,

wa s no

ng.

and their-r

AWhil e Hiroshima and Nagasaki e
historical tragedies, but hearing from Global Hibakusha shows that

nuclear harmispresent-t ense. A | ot of peopl e &

ar

That realization, she said, pushed her to think differently about
a Japanese yout h, I
genuine nucl ear abol |

solidarity: iAs
i n pursuit of
The Treaty and Its Challenges

Keita Takagaki from the Youth Community for Global Hibakusha

emphasized the groundbreaking nature of the TPNW, which for the

first time obligates states to provide assistance to victims and

undertake environmental remediation (Articles 6 and 7). But he was

quick to acknowledge the difficulties: the refusal of nuclear-armed

states to join, friction between governments and nongovernmental

groups, and the limited resources of many Global South states that

are party to the treaty. AThe <chall
the vision. We need to keep pushi ng¢

Takagaki also offered a note of caution against reducing youth

act i sm to inheritance. fAWe often

6carry on the voices of Hibakusha, i

not enough. Each of us must also decide what kind of society we want

tobuldidga n & tt k& rdeayPoR hieli lrietcdeifv@r | GH
is barely acknowledged, 6 she said

Vi


https://disarmament.unoda.org/wmd/nuclear/tpnw/
https://disarmament.unoda.org/wmd/nuclear/tpnw/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/British_nuclear_tests_at_Maralinga

Kazakhstandos Calpmes T Professor Tshilidzi Marwala, the Rector of the United Nations

University, also emphasized the responsibility to carry forward the

voices of all those affected by nuclear weapons. Renewing the United
Nationsodé founding pledge dfrommtheave
scourge of war, o0 he called on the
future to take action for peace with foresight and courage.

Anvar Mirzatillayev, Counselor
of the Embassy of Kazakhstan in
Japan, reaf fir med
post-independence choice to
pursue peace without nuclear
weapons. He called the event
Avital not only
tragedies but to inspire concrete
action for the
Commenting on the survey
finding that many young
respondents wished to act for ) - .-
nuclear abolitiopr. ... . .t T &, "
know how, d he said this o '
highlighted the need for campaigns to be more accessible and

participatory.

I NPS Japan

¢
o

fiTesti monies of survivors must c g

o

ibecause they have the power to t

Mil zatill ayev expressed confiajtenci' 7(‘)
spread the truth of nuclear harm, to connect across borders, and to #

mobilize societyd ad di ng: AToget her with vyoc

Japan, and around the world, we will support the Global Hibakusha

andbuildanuclearf ree future. | truly believe thisGriogppmhostiobCeedi t: Katsuhiro


https://www.gov.kz/memleket/entities/mfa-tokyo?lang=en
https://www.gov.kz/memleket/entities/mfa-tokyo?lang=en

Hi r os hi

From Semei t

0]

By

ma .

Kat suhir

Astana Times Edi dourom

o Asagiri

Eighty years ago, the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki left
a lasting reminder to humanity of the inhuman nature of nuclear
weapons. Kazakhstan, too, is a nation deeply scarred by nuclear tests
conducted during the Soviet era. Having covered the activities of Soka
Gakkai International (SGI) in Kazakhstand including its support for
exhibitions and documentary productions on nuclear abolition in

Astanad , INPS Japan recently interviewed Zhanna Shayakhmetova,
editor-in-chief of The Astana Times, a leading English-language
newspaper in the country that continues to convey messages of
disarmament and peace to the world. In the interview, Shayakhmetova
spoke about the role of religious leaders who will gather in Astana
from around the world this September, the importance of passing on
memories to younger generations, and the responsibility journalism
holds in this endeavor.

Interview with Zhanna Shayakhmetova, the editor  -in-chief of The

Astana Times

Tokyo/Astana (The Astana Times ) -

Q: This August marks the 80th anniversary of the atomic
bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki i tragic events that
continue to remind the world of the catastrophic consequences
of nuclear weapons. Amid ongoing conflicts and rising
geopolitical tensions among  nuclear -armed states, the
Doomsday Clock now stands at just 89 seconds to midnight.
While civil society movements are intensifying their calls for
disarmament, achieving broader and sustained public


https://sgi-peace.org/
https://sgi-peace.org/
https://inpsjapan.com/en/sdgs-2/exhibition-educates-youth-on-dangers-of-nuclear-weapons/
https://sgi-peace.org/resources/i-want-to-live-on-documentary-film
https://astanatimes.com/

awareness 0 especially among younger
generations, remains a pressing challenge. In
this context, Kazakhstan will host the 8th
Congress of Leaders of World and Traditional
Religions in September, an initiative known

for promoting interfaith dialogue and

tolerance. What potential do you see in the
role of religious | eaders in advancing peace
and nuclear disarmament, particularly through
education and moral leadership

A: The atomic bombings of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki demonstrate the horrifying, destructive
power of nuclear weapons. These explosions
have a lasting impact on humanity. In one of his
interviews, activist Karipbek Kuyukovs ai d,
a moment of shame for the international
community and of horror for the people of Japan.
It is a moment upon which we should forever

shine a light to ensure that nuclear weapons are never used to kill

again. o Kuyukov is among the

suffered as a result of the 456 nuclear tests conducted over 40 years

at the Soviet Unionds Setmrnpveghot i n
armsasaresultofhi s parentsdé exposur e
Kazakhstan shut down the site in 1991. Kuyukov is an internationally
recognized non-proliferation activist and painter, whose works capture

the suffering of the victims of nuclear weapon testing.

(((((((

Religious leaders hold a special and consequential
position when it comes to advancing peace and
nucl ear di sar mament .
hosting the Congress of Leaders of World and
Traditional Religions is very timely and deeply
significant. Our country has taken bold steps toward
disarmament. The gathering will bring together faith
leaders and convey a powerful message that peace is
not just a political goal, but also a spiritual one. If world
leaders can speak with a united voice, especially to
young people, they can shift the narrative from fear
and apathy to one of responsibility and hope.

That 6s

Q: Japan has wundertaken exte
preserve the memory of its r
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education, and
testi moni
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https://astanatimes.com/2024/09/global-anti-nuclear-activist-kuyukov-we-should-not-hurt-our-earth/
https://religions-congress.org/en/page/o-sezde
https://religions-congress.org/en/page/o-sezde

A: |l believe itbds vital that
stories of those affected by Soviet-era nuclear testing. These are not
just historical facts; these are lived experiences that have shaped our
communities, particularly in areas like Semei. The generations

continue to feel the physical and emotional toll of these explosions.

| consider personal storytelling and education effective methods.
Documentaries and photo exhibitions in schools and public spaces
can bring stories to life for younger generations who may not be
familiar with this part of the past. Students can connect on a human
level through literature, films and digital media by integrating survivor
testimonies into school curricula.

As journalists, we have a responsibility to keep these stories visible,
and not just on anniversaries, but as part of an ongoing dialogue
about has

peace. Kazakhstan

it fade in silence.

a

One of the touching stories we covered was about Tore Naerlandfrom
Norway, who co-founded Bike for Peace in 1977. After losing his
eyesight as a teen, he chose to dedicate his life to helping others.
While biking across the world, he met a Hiroshima survivor whose life
inspired him to focus on the nuclear disarmament movement. Stories
like his remind us why these conversations still matter.

Q: Kazakhstan has gained international recognition for its
leadership in nuclear disarmament 1 becoming the first nation to

Kaz ak

clos? rqajor nuclear test site and VO|L1 tlarlly rellnqwsh its
power 0 an
atomic arsenal How do you see the role of Kazakh media,

including The Astana Times, in raising global awareness of this

|l egacy and in promoting Kazakhstan:¢
disarmament and no n-proliferation?
A: At The Astana Times, wedre co0ommi

consistently on disarmament. Our newsroom supports fact-based
coverage on the nuclear file, and we see it as our mission to amplify
Kazakhstands conti nued-poldenation éfforts.t i o |


https://astanatimes.com/2023/04/bike-for-peace-global-nuclear-disarmament-movement-eager-to-foster-cooperation-with-kazakhstan/

Wedve also made space for the
young voices on this topic and have worked with advocates like social
scientist Marzhan Nurzhan, who contributed articles to increase public
awareness about the nuclear legacy consequences.

Our correspondent Nagima Abuova covered the Third Meeting of
States Parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW) on March 31 7, 2025, at the UN Headquarters in New York.
It was a proud moment for us, the Astana Times was the only English-
language Kazakh outlet reporting directly from the event, and First
Deputy Foreign Minister Akan Rakhmetullin chaired the meeting.

We also look ahead. This September, our journalist Aibarshyn
Akhmetkali will represent Kazakh media at the Science and
Technology Conference series (SnT2025) in Vienna, hosted by the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Tr eat y
another opportunity to
build momentum for a world free of nuclear testing.

put

Kazakhstan has something meaningful to contribute to the global
disarmament dialogue, and we at The Astana Times are committed to
ensuring the world hears it.

Q:Both Japan and Kazakhstan
of nucl ear weapons.
contribute to
nucl-afatected

From your

communities and to

advocate
per
strengthening inter

nexti ganmamenbonef Wertegubachyapubhesihr

Nucl ear Weapons (TPNW)?
professionals hold in
Il ssues?

What respot
fostering 1 ni

A: Journalism is key in connecting nuclear-affected countries and
advancing global efforts such as the Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons (TPNW). Kazakhstan and Japan share a tragic
history with nuclear weapons, and that shared experience creates a
basis for solidarity between governments and people.

Our responsibility as professionals is to shine light on these human
stories. We have a responsibility to give voice to survivors, activists,
and scientists whose lived experiences often get overshadowed by
politics. We help people globally to understand and see the nuclear

Or gani z atWeapan coneeuBEeS fhat are peganal, generational and unjust. By
K a z a k h eepoding®sevents sueh@s the 7PNWhmeetiggs and GTBTOs t age a |

conferences, and by publishing the voices of young people and expert
perspectives, we contribute to a more informed and engaged public.

INPS Japan



https://astanatimes.com/2021/08/dealing-with-the-past-legacy-of-nuclear-weapons-testing-in-kazakhstan-and-the-cause-to-advance-nuclear-disarmament/
https://astanatimes.com/2025/03/exclusive-kazakhstan-leads-global-push-for-nuclear-disarmament-in-new-york/
https://conferences.ctbto.org/event/30/
https://conferences.ctbto.org/event/30/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treaty_on_the_Prohibition_of_Nuclear_Weapons
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treaty_on_the_Prohibition_of_Nuclear_Weapons
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Hi roshi ma & Nagasaki ?

ByThal i f Deen
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UNITED NATIONS (IPS) i The 80th anniversary of the atomic
bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki during World War Il triggers the
guestion: Is nuclear testing dead or is it still alivei and threatening?

The August 6-9 anniversary marks the devastating bombings, which
claimed the lives of between 150,000 and 246,000 civiliansi and still
remains the only use of nuclear weapons in an armed conflict.

Are there any lessons learnt? And will the unpredictable Trump
Administration resume nuclear testing?

The New York Times quoted Senator Jackey Rosen (Democrat-
Nevada) as saying that her state hosted nearly 1,000 nuclear tests,
mostly underground, during the Cold War.

The US has not ratified the 1996 Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban
Treaty (CTBT). While the U.S. signed the treaty in 1996, the Senate
has not given its consent to ratification. The Senate rejected the treaty
in 1999.

Until today, the Nevada Test Site remains contaminated with an

- estimated 11,100 PBq of radioactive material in the soil and 4,440

PBq in groundwater.

In the years following nuclear tests, thousands of residents developed
cancers and diseases they believe were caused by the nuclear blast.

|l ndividual s known as Adownwinder s,
the United States, have fought for nearly 80 years to receive

government recognition.

The last nuclear test conducted by the United States was on
September 23, 1992, at the Nevada Test Site (now known as
the Nevada National Security Site). The test was part of Operation


https://www.google.com/search?sca_esv=4aa5e2d623e5cb5b&cs=0&sxsrf=AE3TifNhGEtN_VE1gMmptJlrepcB7r-U2A%3A1752403830836&q=Nevada+Test+Site&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiFw7j-1LmOAxUNEFkFHcfHFwYQxccNegQIBBAC&mstk=AUtExfC1q83nLX4qNtEPz0dFBi-xZxQKVHth_5MKOpznc2QENhWbMRI8OzevkjZXdRaTzaVDVE4ukowz_WYSZ2H9DWlf0fNjmkifAOpJK8-xCc9XkIfEFRZFsLAMvQtR3FLJVMJJaa4kJMFYdtEXqU-OYZjw9BrABuhofr0P0djB6NGpAPY&csui=3
https://www.google.com/search?sca_esv=4aa5e2d623e5cb5b&cs=0&sxsrf=AE3TifNhGEtN_VE1gMmptJlrepcB7r-U2A%3A1752403830836&q=Nevada+National+Security+Site&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiFw7j-1LmOAxUNEFkFHcfHFwYQxccNegQIBBAD&mstk=AUtExfC1q83nLX4qNtEPz0dFBi-xZxQKVHth_5MKOpznc2QENhWbMRI8OzevkjZXdRaTzaVDVE4ukowz_WYSZ2H9DWlf0fNjmkifAOpJK8-xCc9XkIfEFRZFsLAMvQtR3FLJVMJJaa4kJMFYdtEXqU-OYZjw9BrABuhofr0P0djB6NGpAPY&csui=3
https://www.google.com/search?sca_esv=4aa5e2d623e5cb5b&cs=0&sxsrf=AE3TifNhGEtN_VE1gMmptJlrepcB7r-U2A%3A1752403830836&q=Operation+Julin&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiFw7j-1LmOAxUNEFkFHcfHFwYQxccNegQIBRAB&mstk=AUtExfC1q83nLX4qNtEPz0dFBi-xZxQKVHth_5MKOpznc2QENhWbMRI8OzevkjZXdRaTzaVDVE4ukowz_WYSZ2H9DWlf0fNjmkifAOpJK8-xCc9XkIfEFRZFsLAMvQtR3FLJVMJJaa4kJMFYdtEXqU-OYZjw9BrABuhofr0P0djB6NGpAPY&csui=3

Julin, and specifical l y,acdordingwoadhe t he

Nevada National Security Site.

At a disarmament exhibition in UN Headquarters in New York, a visitor
reads text about a young boy bringing his little brother to a cremation
site in Nagasaki, Japan. Credit: UNODA/Erico Platt

Brandon Williams, who is expected to be the next keeper of the US
nuclear arsenal, told the Senate Armed Services Committee last April,
he would NOT recommend to re-start US nuclear testing.

Meanwhile, US President Donald Trump last week ordered two
Anucl ear submarinesodo to be positi
response to threats from former Russian President Dmitry Medvedev.

TrDrip wdmahistnation i repsrtedly considering restarting nuclear
weapons testing.

In the first several months of the second Trump administration, she

pointed out, there has been ampl e ¢
dependence on the Heritage Foundat.
known as fAMandate for Leadege.hd pThe

Project 2025 section on the National Nuclear Security Administration
stated that a conservative administration should:
cati on

AReject ratifi of the Compr el

a willingness to conduct nuclear tests in response to adversary
pusleaddevielppments § neeensary. hhis svill reqrice ghat NNSA iben
directed to move to immediate and test readiness to give the

But left unsaid was: were they nuclear-armed submarines or nuclear- Administration maxi mum flexibility
powered submarines?

Dr Goldring said Al mplementing Pr o]
il have ordered two Nucl ear Sub ma wauld@eanimmedigiely mpving towaid eesumidg nuctear weagons
appropriate regions, just in case these foolish and inflammatory testing, without even demonstrating that any adversary actions had
statements are more than just t haoccuyedTThisisign aggrassive stanpe, aand coutdde aaself-fuliingi a p «
that called Medvedevods statementsphbpphegyprprvompting.the behavior we
Dr. Natalie Goldring, the AcronymiODhsepuuseosweepnnadentati abl gtpradi

United Nations, told IPS the 80th anniversary of the horrific bombings
of Hiroshima and Nagasaki is an opportunity to recommit to a world
free of nuclear weapons, including by immediately adopting a
permanent moratorium on nuclear weapons testing. In contrast, the

given his impulsive and mercurial nature. He could decide to resume
nuclear testing in the mistaken belief that it would make the US look
strong. He seems to be fond of dramatic gestures, with little apparent

consideration for potenti al negat i


https://www.google.com/search?sca_esv=4aa5e2d623e5cb5b&cs=0&sxsrf=AE3TifNhGEtN_VE1gMmptJlrepcB7r-U2A%3A1752403830836&q=Operation+Julin&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiFw7j-1LmOAxUNEFkFHcfHFwYQxccNegQIBRAB&mstk=AUtExfC1q83nLX4qNtEPz0dFBi-xZxQKVHth_5MKOpznc2QENhWbMRI8OzevkjZXdRaTzaVDVE4ukowz_WYSZ2H9DWlf0fNjmkifAOpJK8-xCc9XkIfEFRZFsLAMvQtR3FLJVMJJaa4kJMFYdtEXqU-OYZjw9BrABuhofr0P0djB6NGpAPY&csui=3
https://nnss.gov/about-the-nnss/nnss-history/
https://nnss.gov/about-the-nnss/nnss-history/

ATesting Iis a symptom of t he enor weaposs, weshoudbecomnitfing ouesélvesamlangterm assistance | e a |

weapons. When we get rid of nuclear weapons, we get rid of the to the affected communities. Such assistance must address their

nuclear testing problem. Absent abolition, there will likely be continued medi cal, economic, and environment :
pressure to testo. declared Dr Goldring. Project 2025:

She said: fANucl ear weapoinirsthep os e e kExpresainghidpersanal yiews, TasickRauf, former Head of Verification
development, testing, deployment, use, and threats of use. The only and Security Policy at the Vienna-based International Atomic Energy

real solution to the overwhelming risk associated with nuclear Agency (IAEA), told IPS between 16 July 1945 and 3 December 2017,
weapons is abolition. The Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear it is estimated that 2,121 nuclear test detonations involving 2,476

Weaponspr ovi des an effective bl uepr inactearéxplosiveadbvicésinave been cabried out by ten States 1 in
chronological order: USA, USSR, UK, France, China, India,
ilf abolition of nuclear weapons Israel/Spath Afrigac Ralstap angd NoiheKgrea. t he questi on |

whet her nucl ear weapons wi l | be exploded in wartime again. l'tés onl
guestion of when that will happen. And, of course, nuclear weapons Though the 1996 Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT)

are Ausedo frequent Igyothreatenmthen e r w a grehibits allmeclear st detonations, in all environments, and has

countries, and to attempt to coerce them into particular actions or been signed to date by 187 States and ratified by 178, it still

i naction. o languishes having not entered into force.

Dr Goldring said nuclear testing should have ended decades ago. In particular, he said, entry-into-force depends on 44 named States to
Unfortunately, the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty has not entered have ratified. Nine such States are holding up entry into force:

into force, in part because of the failure of the US Senate to ratify the alphabetically, China, Egypt, India, Iran, Israel, North Korea, Pakistan,

treaty. Even so, with the exception of North Korea, a defacto nuclear Russia, and USA.

testing ban has seemingly been in effect since the 1990s.
Indonesia was the latest among this group of 44 States to have ratified

AThe human and environment al C 0 n s m gabreany@@18 1 sin€e therunotla sirayle Statecaen@ng thesremaining
testing continue to be enormous. Rather than spending money nine has taken any steps to sign and/or ratify the CTBT, placing its
restarting nuclear testing and developing and deploying new nuclear future in doubt.

9
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While the CTBT prohibits all nuclear testing once in force,
nevertheless it has created a powerful global norm against further
nuclear test detonations. On the other hand, all nine current nuclear-
armed States are modernizing their nuclear explosive devices
(warheads), in one way or another, and their nuclear weapon
engineers and scientists direly would like to resume some limited
explosive testing to validate new designs and certify older existing
ones.

Only the CTBT stands in their way. Were any one of the nine nuclear-
armed States to resume nuclear test detonations, it is quite probable
that others would follow. Though not confirmed, it is speculated that
pressure to test nuclear devices likely is strongest in India, followed by
Russia, China, North Korea, Pakistan and the United States, said
Rauf.

Meanwhile, Senator Edward Markey, co-President Parliamentarians
for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament (PNND) & along with
Senators Merkley, Sanders, Van Holen and Welch i marked the 80th
anniversary by introducing Senate Resolution 317 urging the United
States to lead the world to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race,
including by:

after the
danger s,

ANEi ghty years
reduce nucl ear
Senator Markey.

Trinity
but saduch

AThe United States, Russia, and
their arsenals. In particular, Washington and Moscow must work to
replace the New START Treaty before it expires next year. If they do
not, we may be on the cusp of a new and more dangerous nuclear
arms race. When it comes to reducing the risk of nuclear war, we
cannot afford to go backward. o

Jackie Cabasso, Executive Director, Western States Legal
on, Oakland, Californi
commemorations of the U.S. atomic bombings of Hiroshima and

Foundat.i a,
Nagasaki, we are called upon to remember the estimated 210,000
human beings who were instantly incinerated by the blasts, or who
died from agonizing burns and radiation sickness by the end of 1945.

Those who survived, she pointed out, have continued to suffer from
physical and emotional damage for eight decades, and radiation-
related illnesses among their children and grandchildren are being
documented.

AAut horitarian nationalists
nuclear-armed states that wield some 13,000 nuclear weapons, most
an order of magnitude more powerful than the bombs that destroyed
Hiroshima and Nagasaki i over 90% of them in the hands of the U.S.

ansl Russiantven imitpdprogyessetavardsfarans coriireland ma d e

disarmiment bas gonenrdo reverse. T lee grovang dangers of wars

among nucl ear armed states are

Chi

t

t

(

now hol

pal |


https://unfoldzero.us12.list-manage.com/track/click?u=b24250dac623a8bc5da1b0664&id=900c1507ce&e=ac1c9eb470

But Hiroshima and Nagasaki, she argued, were only the tip of the
iceberg. Since 1945, there have been 2,056 explosive nuclear
weapons tests by at least eight countries. Most of these test
explosions have been conducted on the lands of indigenous and
colonized people.The U.S. conducted 1,030 of those tests in the
atmosphere, underwater, and underground, while the USSR carried
out 715 nuclear test detonations.

Not only did these nuclear test explosions fuel the development and
spread of new and more deadly types of nuclear weapons, but
hundreds of thousands of people have died and millions more have
sufferedd and continue to sufferd from ilinesses directly related to the
radioactive fallout from nuclear detonations in the United States,
islands in the Pacific, in Australia, China, Algeria, across Russia, in
Kazakhstan, India, Pakistan, North Korea, and elsewhere.

AWhil e wedbre not seeing visible s
nuclear testing by the U.S., it is very disturbing that Project 2025
proposes that the second Trump administration prioritize nuclear
weapons programs over other security programs, accelerate the
development and production of all nuclear weapons programs, and
increase funding for the development and production of new and
moderni zed nucl ear warheads, 0 sai

It also proposes that the administration prepare to test new nuclear
weapons. Separately, Robert OO0BTI
advisor during his first term, has written that in order to counter China

and Russiab6s continued Iinvestments
should resume nuclear testing.

AShoul d the Unit e d-sc8deaplosive nucleantest) c t
the moratorium on full-scale explosive nuclear testing that has largely

held since 1992 would be shattered. It is almost certain that other
nuclear-armed states would follow suit. It would be the final nail in the

coffin of nuclear arms control and disarmament for the foreseeable
future and would signal an unfettel
warned.

As the 2024 recipient of the Nobel Peace Prize, Nihon Hidankyo, the
organization of Japanese atomic bomb survivors, has

warmned: A Nucl ear weapons and Ruman beir
e X i Bluclead weapons must be eliminated before they eliminate us.

Asretsgnized in the€l $48 Qopstititionnof UNESCO UilSli nscea lwea r s
begin in the minds of men, it is in the minds of men that the defenses

of peace must Hhisincmobent dneactcof lsth. 0
contribute in some way to this noble project.

OIINPS Japan/ 1 PS UN Bureau Report

en, Trumpds national security



The VaAthai ManTWho ExXxpmpEeedear Secrets Of

ByRoman Yankyshevs

~ Jerusalem (INPS Japan) i The Vanunu

2 Affair remains one of the most controversial
episodes in the history of nuclear non-
proliferation and whistleblowing. In 1986,
Mordechai Vanunu, a former technician at
| s r a e dsdaeret nucleap facility in
Dimona, revealed to the world that Israel
possessed a significant and undeclared
nuclear arsenal.

His disclosure not only shook Israeli politics
but also sent shockwaves through the
international community, raising difficult
guestions about transparency, national
security, and the moral obligations of
whistleblowers.

"W Declassified KH-4 CORONA November 11 1968
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Who Is Mordechai Eventually he left Israel and traveled first to Nepal, where he

Vanunu? Mordechai converted to Buddhaism, and then to Australia, where he converted to
Vanunu was born in Christianity. There he met Oscar Guerrero, a freelance journalist from
Marrakesh, Morocco in Columbia who convinced him to sell this story for one million dollars.

1954 and immigrated to So he contacted British journalists and eventually shared his

Israel with his Jewish information with The Sunday Times in the UK.

family in 1963. After

completing his military Vanunuodés photos and detailed testi:
service, he began working that Israel had developed between 100 and 200 nuclear warheads,

as a technician at the making it one of the worlddés most |
Negev Nuclear Research The information c onstandngpolcit ey o fsr iamd
Center near Dimona in ambiguity, o under which it neither
southern Israel. For nearly possession of nuclear weapons.

a decade, Vanunu had

access to sensitive areas On October 5, 1986, The Sunday Times published a front-page story

of the facility, gradually featuring Vanunuos claims. The art]

-~~~ - ...t . . piecing together the extent technical analysis, concluding that Israel had built advanced nuclear
of I'srael 6s c o0 yepohs, iftiMding Bddgen bombs. The story was a bombshell,
weapons program. undermining | srael ds global i mage

relationshipsd particularly with the United States.
Disillusioned with Israeli policy and increasingly sympathetic to leftist

and pro-Palestinian viewpoints, Vanunu secretly began photographing Even before the articleds publicati
the interior of the Dimona facility. In 1985, when he learned that he vanunu. I n a clandestine operation
was about to be laid off from his job, he brought a photo camera to Mossad agents lured him from London to Rome using a female agent

secret parts of the nuclear center and took 57 photographs there. named ACindy, o who posed oms heawas Ame |

kidnapped, drugged, and secretly flown back to Israel.

10



Vanunu was charged with espionage and treason. His trial was held
behind closed doors, and he was sentenced to 18 years in prison, 11
of which he spent in solitary confinement. Israel imposed a total media
blackout on his case, though international human rights groups and
journalists continued to campaign for his release.

The Vanunu affair triggered intense international debate. While some
condemned him as a traitor who endangered national security, others
hailed him as a courageous whistleblower exposing a dangerous
secret. The revelations highlighted the double standards in global
nucl ear policy, particularly the
powers while pressuring other states, like Iran, to remain non-nuclear.

| srael s policy of nuclear ambi gu
defense doctrine. By neither confirming nor denying its nuclear
capabilities, Israel avoided international scrutiny and the political costs
of open proliferati orcedadeafactonu s d
acknowledgment of these capabilities, though Israeli officials

continued to avoid direct admission.

Vanunu was released from prison in 2004, but his freedom was
limited. Israeli authorities placed severe restrictions on his
movements, communications, and travel. He was forbidden from
speaking to foreigners or discussing his knowledge of the Dimona
facility. Despite numerous appeals and international support, his
requests to leave the country were repeatedly denied.

10

The Vanunu case remains a flashpoint for debates about the ethics of
whistleblowing, especially in matters of national security. Critics argue
that Vanunu broke the law and jeopardized Israeli security. Supporters
counter that he acted in the global public interest, exposing a major
nuclear power operating outside of international regulation.

The impact of the Vanunu affair reverberates to this day. It exposed

the hypocrisy in global non-proliferation policy and drew attention to

the need for greater transparency and accountability. It also inspired
numerous books, films, and academic studies on the limits of secrecy,
therighlasrobwiistleblowelrs, ahdsthie pdditicoos nucdear sletemrente. by W

Mordechai Vanunu paid a heavy personal price for his actionsd nearly

two decatlea of imprisammgenttared & fifetime o€ sorveillancemtdo n e o f
restrictions. Whether viewed as a traitor or a hero, his revelations
fundamentally altered global discourse around nuclear weapons. The
Vaswunul adfarwnderscores the complex balance between national
security and the publicds right to
relevant as ever in todayés volati/l

I NPS Japan



Nucl ear abolmwsdlnkeatte esrsc € : |l s a middle grou

ByDr. Ol amide SAMUEL

recent examples like Russia-Ukraine and India-Pakistan, and potential
pathways forward, this article evaluates whether a balanced approach
can mitigate risks while preserving stability. With approximately
12,500 nuclear warheads held by nine nations, the stakes are
immense (Global Zero, 2023).

Historical Context

Nuclear weapons emerged during World War 1l through the United
Statesdé6 Manhattan Project, cul minati
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which killed an estimated 150,000 246,000
people (Atomic Heritage Foundation, 2023). These events, the only
wartime uses of nuclear weapons, revealed their catastrophic
potential. The Cold War (19471 1991) saw an arms race between the
United States and the Soviet Union, amassing over 130,000 warheads
by the 1980s (Rhodes, 1986). The doctrine of Mutually Assured
Destruction (MAD) underpinned deterrence, ensuring neither side
would initiate a nuclear attack due to the certainty of devastating
retaliation.

[ 0t X

Vienna.Austria (London Post )i For nearly eight decades, nuclear
weapons have shaped global security, embodying a paradox:
instruments of annihilation too horrific to use yet too strategically vital
to discard. The debate between nuclear abolishment, which seeks the
complete elimination of nuclear arsenals, and nuclear deterrence,
which relies on the threat of retaliation to prevent conflict, remains
deeply polarized. This tension pits moral imperatives against
geopolitical realities, raising a critical question: can a middle ground
reconcile these opposing visions? By exploring historical context,

The 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis brought the world to the brink of
nucl ear war, exposing deterrenceos
potential to avert catastrophe (National Security Archive). Key treaties
followed: the 1963 Limited Test Ban Treaty, the 1968 Nuclear Non-

10



Proliferation Treaty (NPT), and the 1987 Intermediate-Range Nuclear
Forces (INF) Treaty limited testing, proliferation, and specific
weapons. However, the | NF
expiration of New START in 2026 highlight ongoing arms control
challenges (UN Disarmament Affairs). Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones
(NWFZs) in regions like Latin America and Central Asia show
progress, but North Koreaos
tensions underscore the precarious nuclear order.

The Case for Nuclear Abolishment
Abolitionists argue that nuclear weapons pose an existential threat.
Modern thermonucl ear
yield, dwarf the 1945 bombs. A single warhead could devastate a city;
a regional exchange
agriculture and killing millions through starvation (Carnegie
Endowment, 2019). The International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear
Weapons (ICAN), awarded the 2017 Nobel Peace Prize, cites risks
like accidental launches, referencing Cold War false alarms and

Al auvomwhr ni ngo vulnerabilities
The 2017 Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW),
ratified by 93 states, declares nuclear weapons illegal, though nuclear-
armed states have not joined (United Nations, 2023). Former U.S.
officials like Henry Kissinger argue deterrence is less effective against
non-state actors like terrorists, who are undeterred by retaliation
(Kissinger et al., 2007). The spread of nuclear technology to unstable
regi mes heightens mi
1996 opinion noted that nuclearwe a p o n

suse risks.

use i s

Treatyo

arsen

war h e angegaton | i

c o u lcdlapsingi gger

10

with humanitarian law, reinforcing ethical arguments. Continued
reliance on nuclear arsenals diverts resources from challenges like
povectyand chnmate ehange) pep&uhtbhg feanamd niistrest. | o o mi n g

The Case for Nuclear Deterrence

Deterrence advocates argue that nuclear weapons have prevented

mhj ofrewvabs Bmbi bvensy75apwdarsecemhe
reinforced by MAD, ensured the U.S. and Soviet Union avoided direct
conflict (Sagan & Waltz, 1995). Kenneth Waltz asserts that nuclear

weapons create a fAnucl ear peaceo b
NATOO6s 1949 Strategic Concept emph:
forecollective defErsse, mainBaimingla auelear &li@nce as long as
nuclear weapons exist (NATO, 2025). Extended deterrence, where the
U.8. provides@ huelear umiwrella forallies like Japan and South
Korea, has curbed proliferation.
Recent examples underscore deterrel
invasion of Ukraine, which gave up its Soviet-era nuclear arsenal in
( 1 C2PobYunder the Budapest Memorandum, highlights the risks of

di sarmament without security guar ai
rattling, including threats to deploy tactical nuclear weapons,
reinforces deterrenceds perceived I
Scientists, 2024) . Similarly, I ndi
particularly during the 2019 Pulwama crisis, where both nations
conducted airstrikes but avoided escalation, demonstrates

Thet éentenvbedbsovsahblCpburtngfeftieatt ceh:

s carngoliientr2e1®@po nci | abl eo
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Critics of abolishment warn that eliminating nuclear weapons could Russiabs 2023 suspension of New ST,
increase conventional wars, as seen in pre-nuclear conflicts like World control, yet backchannel talks prevented escalation during Ukraine-

War | and Il. Emerging technologies, like hypersonic missiles, related tensions (United Nations,

complicate deterrence but underscore the need for credible second- ceasefire agreement along the Line of Control shows that confidence-

strike capabilities (Global Zero, 2023). building measures can reduce nuclear risks even in volatile regions.
However, distrust, technological advancements, and verification

Exploring a Middle Ground challengesd where a single hidden warhead could confer strategic

The divide between abolishment and deterrence suggests a middle advantaged persist.

ground is challenging but feasible through stabilized nuclear

competition , where states acknowledge mutual vulnerability and Conclusion

negotiate risk-reduction measures while maintaining limited The nuclear debate reflects a clash between idealism and

deterrence (Carnegie Endowment, 2025). The NPT and New START pragmatism. Abolitionists emphasize catastrophic risks and moral

demonstrate arms control 6s pot ent impdrativesEwhilee@atedrenceq@dvdcates highlight Bidbility, asyseen id

2026 and including China and India could rebuild trust. A Fissile Russia-Ukraine and India-Pakistan dynamics. A middle ground lies in

Material Cut -off Treaty (FMCT) could halt new nuclear material marginalizing nuclear weapons through incremental steps: reviving

production, shrinking stockpiles without immediate abolition. trilateral U.S.-Russia-China arms talks, enforcing NPT reduction

Reducing reliance on nuclear weapons is another strategy. The U.S. timelines, and addressing emerging threats like cyber warfare. As

and Russia, holding over 90% of global warheads, could cut deployed General Omar Bradl ey war nedbriliame 19 4 ¢

arsenals to 500i 1,000 each (Union of Concerned Scientists, without wisdom, power without <cons:¢

2023). No-First -Use (NFU) policies, adopted by China and India, weapons cannot be uninvented, but their dominance can be

could eliminate preemptive strike fears, though NATO resists due to diminished through cooperation and transparency. The path to a

conventional threats. De-alerting warheads could prevent accidental nuclear-free world is long, but pragmatic measures can bridge the

launches; over 900 remain on high alert, a risk mitigated by 1990s gap, ensuring humanity chooses wisdom over fatalism.

U.S.-Russian efforts. Expanding NWFZs and risk-reduction
mechanisms, like the U.S.-Russia deconfliction hotline used in Syria,
could stabilize tensions.

Recent examples highlight both challenges and opportunities.

sI NPS Japan/ SLondon Post
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US Signs Strategic Civil Nucl ear Agr ee
-whil e Planning a Secur-Pagi Al ¢ i Reagieomn n

ByThal i f Deen

HesaidIndo-Paci fi c i s a
where the United States favours
continuity in security alliances

more than disrupti ¢

UNITED NATIONS (IPS) 1 The
US is apparently contemplating
the possible creationd either a
formal or an informali security
alliance in the Asia-Pacific region
on the lines of the longstanding
collective defense pact, the 32-
member North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO).

Ely Ratner, a former US assistant
secretary of defense for Indo-
Pacific security issues, has
suggested. in an article in Foreign
Affairs, that the US and its allies
in Asia should form a collective

If the proposal materializes, the defense pact, similar to NATO.

new alliance is expected to -

include Japan, South Korea, The proposed new alliance is

Australia, plus, the 10-member Association of Southeast Asian primarily meant to be a protective shield against the two nuclear

Nations (ASEAN), comprising Brunei, Cambodia, Indonesia, Laos, armed countries in the region: China and North Korea.

Malaysia, Myanmar, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, and Vietham,

among others. Of the worldds nine nuclear power s,
armed countries is Asia: India, China, Pakistan and North Koread the

The New York Times last month quoted US Defense Secretary Pete others outside Asia include the US, UK, France, Russia and Israel.

Hegseth as wmg  isnfgaulodNodoubt Americads commitment to

our Indo-Pacific allies and partners. We will continue to wrap our arms

around our friends and find new ways to work togethero.
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Meanwhile, AUKUS, a trilateral security partnership linking Australia, counterparts from Malaysia, Russia, Japan, and the Philippines. The
the UK and the United States, i s mdofRacdicregton aGcounts fiordwo ithindg of globdl greevéeh aredn d
open Indo-Pacifict hat i s secure and st abl e gemainsa central focus of U.S. foreign policy, he said.

Hegsethdés visit to the regi on wa s Rubioaldosignedad nuclgar caoperatia Méemofandommof anot her
senior US official, Secretary of State Marco Rubio. Understanding with Malaysia, advancing civil nuclear energy
collaboration under the highest standards of safety, security, and

Addressing a press conference in Kuala Lumpur on July 10, Rubio nonproliferation.

said: AYou know myl veeaoryoth ikmsaw mefetyomwg know thi s,

but when | was sworn-in. | went to the State Department, | gave a Negotiations towards a 123 Agreement are underway. And once
speech on the steps, and then my first meeting right out of the box finalized, it would permit the transfer of nuclear material and

was with Japan, South Korea, and eéqguipnmert for.peaceful purposes, further deepening bilateral energy,

security, and economic ties.
AnAnd wedve repeated that meeting numerous times since then with tha

group. We have a running internal joke with my counterpart from Section 123 of the U.S. Atomic Energy Act generally requires the
Japan: | have literally now seen him about 8 to 12 times, and our joke conclusion of a peaceful nuclear cooperation agreement for significant
is that we see each other more than we see ourownfa mi | i e s, 0 trénsfers of nuclear material or equipment from the United States.
said.
Moreover, such agreements, commonl
Tammy Bruce State Department Spokesperson told reporters July 10 Agreements, 0 facilitate cooperati ol
that Rubio was in Kuala Lumpur for the ASEAN-related foreign exchanges, scientific research, and safeguards discussions, according
mi ni stersd meetings and bil at er al toé¢eatogat Mueleart SecurityrAdnainistration (NN$A t he Uni t
States commitmenti our enduring commiittoeent , Al f |1 may add
free, open, and secure Indo-Paci f i c o . In conjunction with other nonproliferation tools, particularly the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), 123 Agreements
Rubio participated in the ASEAN-U.S. Post-Ministerial Conference help to advance U.S. nonproliferation principles. They establish the

and held meetings with Malaysian Prime Minister Anwar and
10


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indo-Pacific

legal framework for significant nuclear cooperation with other
countries.

In order for a partner to enter into a 123 Agreement with the United
States, that partner must adhere to a set of strong nonproliferation
requirements. The U.S. State Department is responsible for
negotiating 123 Agreements, with the technical assistance and
concurrence of DOE/NNSA and in consultation with the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission.

According to the US Department of Energy, about 25 countries
currently have 123 agreements in force.

But there is also a more militaristic perspective to the proposed
security alliance.

Dr M.V. Ramana, Professor and Simons Chair in Disarmament,
Global and Human Security, School of Public Policy and Global Affairs
and Graduate Program Director, MPPGA at University of British
Columbia, Vancouver, told IPS if it is created, this new forum will add
to the already growing trend of militarization, which will increase the
risk of war, especially with China, and divert money from other urgent
priorities such as dealing with climate change.

AAnd, should it be set up, the
members buy more expensive and destructive weapons from U.S.
arms manufacturers, which will strengthen their political power over

U.

10

policy making in the United States, and in turn will make the social
|l andscape in the United States evel

Stressing the growing new relationships in the region, Rubio told
reporters: AAnd so, these engagemel
webre going to continue to sasay vel
said to all of our partners, this notion or idea that the United States

would ever be distracted by the Indo-Pacific or even Southeast Asia is

i mpossible. o

AYou camaybbeit doikewarsgdt mauelateatiprs but
itéds I mpossible to not be focused.
the 21st century is going to be written. This is where two thirds of

economic growth is going to happen overthenext 25 or 30 vy

And many of the countries of Southeast Asia 1 not only are they some

of the youngest countries in the w
enormous expansion of their labor markets, their labor pool, number of
workers, he said.

AThi s 1 s a -imd-gereration opportunity moEjust for these
countries to revolutionize themselves from an economic standpoint,

but further strengthen our relationship. We have over 6,000 American
companies that have invested heavily in these economies over the

Bst 20 9ra3Q yearsm Thesa are Twie|0lr et rnyo tt o braahkdeo nji thsg
relationships. On the contrary, we want to strengthen and build upon

t hem. o


https://sppga.ubc.ca/master-public-policy-global-affairs/

Dr Palitha Kohona, a former Chief of the UN Treaty Section, and until
recently, Sri Lankads Ambassador
armed but has a no-first-use policy. Nuclear armed North Korea has a
policy centred on deterring attacks. In the circumstances to promote a
NATO type arrangement in East and South East Asia as a deterrent
would seem excessive.

China, he pointed out, has only one base outside mainland China (in
Djibouti). North Korea has none. China nor North Koea have no
military personnel outside their own territories. The US has thousands
of military personnel in bases surrounding China. The US pivot to Asia
had China in its cross hairs.

The best way to reduce real and imaginary tensions (some stoked
intentionally), he pointed out, would be to encourage parties to enter
into dialogue with each other. The world needs peace, not conflict, for
human progress.

AnWe require alliances that
developing countries, that address the threat of climate change, which
strive to eliminate extreme poverty, and which will make the world a
better place. In the past, US military incursions in the region did not
produce peace. 0

On the contrary, the progress of countries was dramatically curtailed,
thousands of combatants and civilians died and millions were maimed,
declared Dr Kohona.

promote i
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Stressing the strong relationship between the US and Japan, Rubio

sai €hi nwWe obVvdouPByChawa verpust eal
with Japan. We continue to cooperate very closely with them. As |

speak to you now, there are active exercises going on between the
United States and Japan. o

So. our relationship with them will continue to exist.

AThe i dea that somehow Japan woul d
their own capabilities for mutual self-defense is not only something
that we find offensive, itds sometl|
within the confines of their constitutional system. But they have some
l i mitations on what they can do. B
would become more capable is not something we would be offended
by; 1tbés something we would actuall
s INPS Japan/IPS UN Bureau ReportS

nfrastructure development for




From Deterrence

t o Di sar mament

ByKat suho Asagir.i

Gl

obal Advo

SANTA BARBARA/Tokyo
(INPSJ) 6 Marking 80
years since the dawn of the
nuclear age, peace
advocates, diplomats,
educators, and atomic
bomb survivors from
around the world gathered
fortheAChoose Hopeo
symposium on March 121
13, 2025, in Santa Barbara,
California. Co-organized by
the Nuclear Age Peace
Foundation (NAPF) and
Soka Gakkai International
(SGI), the event was held at
the Music Academy of the
West.

The symposium was

inspired by the 2001 7

dialogue book Choose
Hope co-authored by NAPF
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founder David Krieger and
SGI President Daisaku
Ikeda, revisiting the ethical
and strategic urgency of
nuclear abolition.

AThis 1 s not | us
|l egacy, 0 said Dr
Ni kolil Hughes,

NAPF. fAWe are he
continue the journey they

started and to build a world

free from the threat of

nucl ear weapons.

Tomohiko Aishima, Director

of Peace Affairs at SGI,

recalled witnessing their

di al ogue firstha
impressed me most was

that their dialogue was not


https://www.wagingpeace.org/choose-hope-symposium-2025/
https://www.wagingpeace.org/choose-hope-symposium-2025/
https://www.daisakuikeda.org/
https://www.daisakuikeda.org/

