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           It is an historic Spring in terms of America, and for that matter the global 
community, in setting a new direction in dealing with nuclear weapons and their 
use. The first event was the new Nuclear Posture Review. The second event was 
the signing of the new START treaty in Prague on April 8th and the third was the 
April 12-13 Nuclear Summit here in Washington. Following soon and very much 
related to all three earlier events, is the review conference for the NPT treaty 
which will take place in May. 

           Each likely will not be themselves earth shattering in setting a totally 
difference course for a new security framework, but together, if followed up in a 
forceful and cooperative way by the key countries, will set a direction and a 
radical outcome from the trajectory both America and the rest of the world has 
been on for the last decade.     

           One speaker at a recent conference summarize the recently released 
Nuclear Posture Review an important but “not a transformational” document.” I 
largely share that judgment. However, it did make key moves towards getting us 
away from the past policies of seeing nuclear weapons as useful for any purpose 
than deterrence. We now have a policy that is clearer, affirms that we will not 
build new nuclear weapons, and acknowledges that lowering the numbers of 
nuclear weapons will not threaten our security but will enhance it.

           It is a slow, steady, approach which at least acknowledges Obama’s stated 
goal of reaching a world free of nuclear weapons. The political problems within 
the U.S. of achieving real progress toward this goal are significant and requires 
congressional and public support for practical steps in that direction and for the 
funding, and not least legislative and ratification requirements that must 
accompany such progress. This is where involved citizens need to have their 
voices heard on these issues since it is likely that the hard line right will certainly 
make sure their voiced are heard. 

           The signing on April 8th of the new START agreement in Prague has also 
wider implication than the reductions contained therein. That document too is a 
modest step in the right direction. Its importance, as noted by many 
commentators, is that it sets the stage for further progress. But to this end both 
the United States and Russia must have a “clear mutual path” for future 
agreements which will bring to both sides even greater security, and set the stage 
for added significant reductions. All of this can only take place if both nations 
share a common perception of what direction the long-term relations between 
them should be headed. 



           Thus creating in depth dialogue on economic, cultural, political, and 
strategic issues remains a key component for normalized cooperative relations.
We are today, sadly, a bit away from this point. Thus even stronger efforts will be 
needed on both sides. The Russians experts are saying that lower levels are in 
their interests, but they are wary of verification. The problem is that the lower the 
levels the more need for stronger intrusive inspections and verification. Further, 
the issues of reserved weapons and of tactical weapons needs now to be 
addressed and quickly since they are also a diversion concern.

           The Nuclear Summit meeting also contributed to some progress in dealing 
with the most serious yet difficult issue of the danger of diversion of nuclear 
weapons and fissionable materials to terrorists. Here the main accomplishment 
of the Obama administration was the world wide attention and focus by key 
leaders on this critical problem. The second was agreement to set up of a follow-
on process on this issue. Promises were made in the statement but hard 
negotiations and major changes in regional and global power balances and 
conflicts need solutions as part of any “bargain” on this issue. Further a few 
nations made commitments and took actions to secure their materials from 
diversion. Ukraine, Chile, and Canada announced the elimination of all of their 
highly enriched uranium, Russia announced the closuring of its last plutonium 
production facility, Mexico agreed to convert its research reactor to use low 
enriched uranium, and Malaysia’s enacted new export controls. All the countries 
agreed “in principal’ to a four-year deadline for the safeguarding of all nuclear 
weapons and materials. On the sidelines of the meeting there were discussions of 
how to deal with the Iranian nuclear program and these discussions are now 
continuing at the United Nations.
                       
           While progress is possible on the bilateral level there needs to be a 
multilateral context. Each power has concerns about the actions of other 
nations, concern about proliferation, terrorism, and regional and global balances 
which need urgent addressing. An effective new security framework needs a 
complex set of policies and actions by the U.S. and other nations which will 
create an environment where nuclear weapons can more easily be reduced to 
very low levels.    

           Pakistan’s instability and vulnerability gives little room for any compliancy 
for U.S. nuclear concerns and need the highest level of effort which includes 
coordinating any solutions with India, China and perhaps also Russia. This will 
be no mean job but needs to be done. China is a player in this context due to its 
concerns about India, and its relations with Pakistan. Further, India will not be 
putting its fast breeder reaction under IAEA safeguards complicating the security 
framework. American companies already are making agreements with 
commercial deals with India to help their nuclear efforts. 

Next Steps: 



NPT REVIEW CONFERENCE:
           
The forthcoming NPT Review Conference in May remains a key element of the 
“2010 Nuclear Spring” package of events and actions which are reshaping the 
nuclear weapons landscape. The first reality is that 23,000 nuclear weapons still 
exists world wide. The second is that reductions and efforts at containing the 
existing dangers have been made as a scene setting element for this meeting.
After a decade of weekending the framework of non-proliferation, America today 
is again in the forefront of leadership of strengthening the treaty and its goals.
But it will be a difficult meeting with the “have not nations,” the “potential new 
nuclear states” lurking in the background, and dissatisfaction still alive with the 
relative lack of progress towards real significant reductions strong among the 
majority of nations attending. Nuclear states will be rightly under pressure to do 
more.   

COMPREHENSIVE TEST BAN TREATY AND BAN ON NEW FISSIONABLE 
MATERIALS:

           CTBT ratification remains on the agenda but just barely. Yet this would be 
a truly significant milestone towards a safer world.  Stopping the production of 
new fissile material remains a key goal but depends on improvements of the geo-
strategic environment. This means development of long term efforts to deal with 
the serious sustentative and dangerous regional challenges including addressing 
nuclear weapons and conflicts in South East Asia, North Korea, and not least, 
Iran. India for example is developing a fast breeder reactor and other nuclear 
technology which raises further concerns of serious non-proliferation and 
regional security. China also needs to become more engage in responsible 
efforts to reduce its path towards adding to Asian instability and to aid in 
reducing regional imbalances. 

         Also key is a U.S European Russia Nuclear Initiative aiming at not only at 
better securing the many unneeded nuclear materials and weapons in the former 
Soviet Union but at new and innovative confidence building measures, improving 
verification regimes, providing more transparency but above all both sides 
committing towards significant reductions of weapons and fewer on high alert.

U.S. ACTION NOW:

           Finally, the first order action by the U.S. needs to be ratification of the new 
START treaty and for this responsible voices of all parties and experts in this 
fiend need to make their voices hear in the chambers of the Senate for a treaty 
that protects our nation and the world. To this theme our blog will continue in 
later editions.
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