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Nuclear weapons today present tremendous dangers, article or visit:

but also an historic opportunity. U.S. leadership will be VP8 e
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globally as a vital contribution to preventing their

proliferation into potentially dangerous hands, and

ultimately ending them as a threat to the world.

Nuclear weapons were essential to maintaining international security during the Cold
War because they were a means of deterrence. The end of the Cold War made the
doctrine of mutual Soviet-American deterrence obsolete. Deterrence continues to be
a relevant consideration for many states with regard to threats from other states. But
reliance on nuclear weapons for this purpose is becoming increasingly hazardous and
decreasingly effective.

North Korea's recent nuclear test and Iran's refusal to stop its program to enrich
uranium — potentially to weapons grade — highlight the fact that the world is now on
the precipice of a new and dangerous nuclear era. Most alarmingly, the likelihood
that non-state terrorists will get their hands on nuclear weaponry is increasing. In
today's war waged on world order by terrorists, nuclear weapons are the ultimate
means of mass devastation. And non-state terrorist groups with nuclear weapons are
conceptually outside the bounds of a deterrent strategy and present difficult new
security challenges.

Apart from the terrorist threat, unless urgent new actions are taken, the U.S. soon will
be compelled to enter a new nuclear era that will be more precarious, psychologically
disorienting, and economically even more costly than was Cold War deterrence. It is
far from certain that we can successfully replicate the old Soviet-American "mutually
assured destruction” with an increasing number of potential nuclear enemies
world-wide without dramatically increasing the risk that nuclear weapons will be
used. New nuclear states do not have the benefit of years of step-by-step safeguards
put in effect during the Cold War to prevent nuclear accidents, misjudgments or
unauthorized launches. The United States and the Soviet Union learned from
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Toward a Nuclear-Free World
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that the deadliest weapons ever invented could fall into
dangerous hands.
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The steps we are taking now to address these threats are not adequate to the danger.
With nuclear weapons more widely available, deterrence is decreasingly effective
and increasingly hazardous.

One year ago, in an essay in this paper, we called for a global effort to reduce
reliance on nuclear weapons, to prevent their spread into potentially dangerous
hands, and ultimately to end them as a threat to the world. The interest, momentum
and growing political space that has been created to address these issues over the past
year has been extraordinary, with strong positive responses from people all over the.
world.

Mikhail Gorbachev wrote in January 2007 that, as someone Who signed the first
treaties on real reductions in nuclear weapons, he thought it his duty to support our
call for urgent action: "It is becoming clearer that nuclear weapons are no longer a
means of achieving security; in fact, with every passing year they make our security
more precarious.”

In June, the United Kingdom's foreign secretary, Margaret Beckett, signaled her
government's support, stating: "What we need 1s both a vision —a scenario for a
world free of nuclear weapons — and action — progressive steps to reduce warhead
numbers and to limit the role of nuclear weapons in security policy. These two
strands are separate but they are mutually reinforcing. Both are necessary; but at the
moment too weak."

We have also been encouraged by additional indications of general support for this
project from other former U.S. officials with extensive experience as secretaries of
state and defense and national security advisors. These include: Madeleine Albright,
Richard V. Allen, James A. Balker 111, Samuel R. Berger, Zbigniew Brzezinski, Frank



