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No-Nuke Australia Thwarts Nuclear Free World 
SYDNEY - Australia has been expressing support for a nuclear weapons-free world, but doc-
uments obtained by disarmament advocacy group, the International Campaign to Abolish 
Nuclear Weapons (ICAN), reveal that the Australian Government sees the increasing inter-
national focus on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons as "rubbing up against" its 
reliance on the United States nuclear weapons.  Pages 2-3 

Daughter Takes Kennedy’s Peace Torch To Japan 
TOKYO - Caroline Kennedy was just 20 years old when she accompanied her uncle, the late 
Senator Edward Kennedy, to Hiroshima, site of the first U.S. bomb attack that killed 140,000 
people on August 6, 1945. In a Senate hearing in September, confirming her appointment 
as U.S. Ambassador to Japan, she said she was deeply moved by her visit in 1978 that in-
cluded a tour of the Hiroshima Peace Memorial Museum. In her video message to the people 
of Japan posted before assuming office on November 12, 2013, she remarked that her trip 
to Hiroshima had left her "with a profound desire to work for a better, more peaceful 
world".  Pages 4-5 

An Embittered Riyadh May Weigh Nuclear Option 
UNITED NATIONS - Saudi Arabia’s unyielding opposition to November 24 interim nuclear 
agreement with Iran has triggered speculation about its own projection of military power 
in the Middle East. As the Wall Street Journal pointed out, the Saudis may conclude that 
international acceptance of a nuclear programme of any kind by Iran may compel them “to 
seek their own nuclear weapons capability through a simple purchase.” The likely source: 
Pakistan, whose nuclear programme was partly funded by the Saudis.  Pages 6-7 

‘We Are Suffering A Slow-Motion Nuclear War’ 
BERLIN  - Robert Jacobs was born 53 years ago, at the height of the cold war, amidst the 
then reigning paranoia of nuclear annihilation of humankind. In school, he was eight years 
old. “We learned about how to survive a nuclear attack. We we[P]re told that the key to 
survival was to always be vigilant in detecting the first signs of a nuclear attack.”  
 Pages 8-11 

Nagasaki Meet Recommends Concrete Steps For Nuke Abolition 
BERLIN | NAGASAKI – More than 50,000 nuclear weapons have been eliminated since the 
historic Reykjavík Summit between the then U.S. President Ronald Reagan and his counter-
part from the erstwhile Soviet Union  Mikhail Gorbachev, which culminated into a ground-
breaking Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty (INF) in December 1987. But 17,300 
nukes remain, threatening many times over the very survival of human civilization and 
most life on earth, as the 2013 Nagasaki Appeal points out.  Pages 12-13-14 

Israel’s Nuclear Ambiguity Prodded 
OCCUPIED EAST JERUSALEM - As Palestinian-Israeli peace talks and nuclear talks on Iran’s 
disputed nuclear programme continue, a unique international conference, “A Middle East 
without Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMDs)”, was held in Jerusalem.  The topic is taboo 
because Israel maintains a veil of “studied ambiguity” on its alleged nuclear arsenal.  
 Pages 15-16 
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No-Nuke Australia Thwarts Nuclear Free World 

By NEENA BHANDARI* 

SYDNEY (IDN) - Australia has been expressing support for a nuclear weapons-free world, but documents obtained by 
disarmament advocacy group, the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN), reveal that the Australian 
Government sees the increasing international focus on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons as "rubbing up 
against" its reliance on the United States nuclear weapons.  

ICAN has obtained declassified dip-
lomatic cables, ministerial briefings 
and emails under freedom-of-infor-
mation laws, which show that the 
Australian Government plans to op-
pose efforts to ban nuclear weapons.  

“Our freedom-of-information re-
search has shown that Australia is 
worried that the increasing interna-
tional focus on the humanitarian im-
pact of nuclear weapons will lead to 
negotiations on a treaty banning nuclear weapons,” ICAN 
Australia Campaigns Director, Tim Wright, told IDN. 

The former Labour government did not endorse the 80-
nation humanitarian statement delivered at the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Second Preparatory Com-
mittee meeting held from April 22 to May 3, 2013, in Ge-
neva. ICAN is calling on the current Liberal-National coali-
tion government to play a more constructive role in Dis-
armament. 

"Australia should stand on the right side of history, rather 
than attempting to undermine the efforts of progressive 
nations to ban and eliminate nuclear weapons,” said 
Wright. 

In October 2013, another statement on the humanitarian 
impact of nuclear weapons was delivered to the 68th ses-
sion of the UN General Assembly First Committee by New 
Zealand on behalf of 125 nations. 

“Unfortunately, not only did Australia fail to sign this state-
ment, but it introduced its own rival statement designed to 
steer governments away from a ban on nuclear weapons. 
The much weaker statement by Australia was endorsed by 
just a small number of US allies, and had little impact. We 
were pleased that the New Zealand-led statement at-
tracted the support of a large and diverse number of gov-
ernments committed to delegitimising the use and posses-
sion of nuclear weapons,” Wright told IDN. 

Proponents of nuclear abolition find it disappointing that 
Australia appears desperate to thwart the efforts of many 

countries to highlight the devastat-
ing effects of nuclear weapons and 
the need to ensure they are never 
used again. 

Dr Sue Wareham, Vice-President, 
Medical Association for Prevention 
of War (Australia) told IDN: “Aus-
tralia will find itself in an increas-
ingly small band of nuclear rogue 
states that either possess the weap-
ons themselves or maintain policies 

for their possible use. Australian governments’ claims that 
they want practical steps towards disarmament have 
never been accompanied by a plan to get to zero. Short of 
that, they are merely supporting a situation of nuclear 
haves and have-nots, despite all the rhetoric to the con-
trary.” 

Nuclear weapons, despite having the greatest destructive 
capacity of all weapons, are the only weapons of mass de-
struction not yet prohibited by an international conven-
tion. The disarmament movement received a boost with 
the International Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement 
adopting a resolution to work towards a legally binding 
global convention on nuclear abolition. 

Professor Ramesh Thakur, Director of the Centre for Nu-
clear Non-Proliferation & Disarmament at the Australian 
National University, is of the opinion that there was no 
compelling case for Australia to have maintained distance 
from the NZ-led statement. 

“By being seen to be disagreeing, Australia is undermining 
ongoing efforts in other respects. At about the time of the 
NZ statement, Gareth Evans and I were engaged in serious 
efforts to convince the policy elite in India and Pakistan 
(and earlier in China, Japan and South Korea too) about 
steps that each country can take on its own to generate 
some serious momentum for nuclear arms control and dis-
armament (for example ratifying the CTBT (Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty) without first waiting for the US Sen-
ate to do so),” Professor Thakur, a former UN Assistant 
Secretary-General, told IDN.  

 

*Neena Bhandari is a Sydney-based foreign correspondent, writing for international news agencies IPS-Inter Press Ser-
vice and IDN-InDepthNews, as well as India-based Indo Asian News Service (IANS) and other national and international 
publications. Top photo: Campaigners at the Humanitarian Disarmament Campaigns Forum in New York. 
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Most Australians are overwhelmingly opposed to nuclear 
weapons. As ICAN’s International Steering Group Co-chair, 
Associate Professor Tilman A Ruff, said, “Australians 
would like to believe that their government is one of the 
'good guys' on nuclear disarmament. The bitter reality is 
that because of its willingness to support and assist de-
ployment, targeting and potential use of US nuclear weap-
ons, Australia is more part of the problem, holding back 
disarmament, than it is working for the solution”. 

In1995 Australia’s then foreign minister had argued that a 
total ban on landmines was impractical and would never 
be accepted. This was two years before the Ottawa Treaty 
banning landmines opened for signature. 

Defence cooperation sans nukes possible 

"To make matters worse, Australia's increasing military 
involvement with the US is making particularly the huge 
and expanding military spy base at Pine Gap near Alice 
Springs an even higher priority nuclear target in the event 
of any war the US gets embroiled in with China or any 
other nuclear armed state,” Ruff, who is also co-president 
International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear 
War, told IDN. 

New Zealand's healthy and growing defence cooperation 
with the US makes plain that it is perfectly feasible for 
countries to have a military relationship with the US which 
excludes nuclear weapons. “Pursuing such a path would be 
the best thing Australia could do to actually help in freeing 
the world from nuclear weapons," Ruff added. 

Advocates for a nuclear free world argue that a global ban 
on nuclear weapons can be achieved through sustained 
public pressure and leadership from governments. For-
mer Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser, who was critical of 
Australia’s decision not to endorse the humanitarian state-
ment, is of the view that the current Australian Govern-
ment may wish to please the US even more than the previ-
ous government. 

A spokesperson for the Department of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade (DFAT) told IDN that Australia had welcomed the 
New Zealand statement and it shares most of the senti-
ments expressed in it, “but we were not in a position to 
support this statement which was prepared without giving 
us an opportunity to contribute substantively and did not 
appropriately acknowledge the security dimensions of the 
debate. We remain committed, as a long time and active 
advocate of disarmament, to achieving and maintaining 
the shared goal of a world free of nuclear weapons”. 

To pressurise the Australian Government to work towards 
nuclear abolition, Fraser said: “Make Australians under-
stand how much we are bound by America and how much 
we are influenced by American decisions. The past three 
wars we have fought, have been fought because of our re-
lationship with America. We should tell them (the US) that 
we are not going to join them in their next war. We should 
establish an independent foreign policy and only then we 
will be able to work for disarmament more effectively.” 

Australia is in an interesting situation because as a country 
it does not have any nuclear weapons, but it subscribes to 
the doctrine of extended nuclear deterrence under the US 
alliance, which is seen as key to Australia’s national secu-
rity. It also has almost 40 per cent of the world's known 
uranium reserves and it is a significant exporter of ura-
nium. 

Today, there are at least 20,000 nuclear weapons world-
wide, around 3,000 of them on launch-ready alert. The po-
tential power of these would roughly equate to 150,000 
Hiroshima bombs. 

The focus is moving from non-proliferation to abolition 
and Australia is concerned that it could shift the focus 
away from the nuclear-weapon states and Iran to US allies, 
such as Australia, that subscribe to extended nuclear de-
terrence. 

In March 2013, the Norwegian government had hosted a 
landmark inter-governmental conference in Oslo on the 
humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons, which was at-
tended by 128 governments (including Australia) and rep-
resentatives from major UN agencies and the International 
Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement. 

In the lead-up to the NPT preparatory committee meeting, 
South Africa had invited all parties to the treaty to endorse 
a two-page statement calling on all states to “intensify 
their efforts to outlawnuclear weapons and achieve a 
world free of nuclear weapons”. Australia did not endorse 
the statement. 

The growing unity of civil society working on weapons-re-
lated issues was reflected in the Humanitarian Disarma-
ment Campaigns Forum hosted on October 19 and 20 in 
New York. Mexico will host a conference of states, civil so-
ciety and academia in February 2014, which will be a crit-
ical next step in acknowledging and responding to the hu-
manitarian consequences of nuclear weapons.  
[IDN-InDepthNews – December 16, 2013] 

READ IN JAPANESE 
http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/japanese-chinese-korean/189-no-nuke-australia-thwarts-nuclear-free-
world-japanese 
http://www.nuclearabolition.info/documents/Japanese/Japanese_No-Nuke_Australia_Thwarts_Nu-
clear_Free_World.pdf  
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Daughter Takes Kennedy’s Peace Torch To Japan 

By TARO ICHIKAWA 

TOKYO (IDN) - Caroline Kennedy was just 20 years old when she accompanied her uncle, the late Senator Edward Ken-
nedy, to Hiroshima, site of the first U.S. bomb attack that killed 140,000 people on August 6, 1945. In a Senate hearing in 
September, confirming her appointment as U.S. Ambassador to Japan, she said she was deeply moved by her visit in 1978 
that included a tour of the Hiroshima Peace Memorial Museum. 

In her video message to the people of Ja-
pan posted before assuming office on No-
vember 12, 2013, she remarked that her 
trip to Hiroshima had left her "with a pro-
found desire to work for a better, more 
peaceful world". 

Less than one month after her arrival in 
Tokyo as U.S. Ambassador to Japan, Car-
oline Kennedy – the only living daughter 
of President John F. Kennedy who was as-
sassinated in Dallas some 50 years ago in November – vis-
ited Nagasaki in western Japan, which also suffered Amer-
ican atomic bombing on August 9, 1945. 

Ambassador Kennedy was invited by the Nagasaki Munic-
ipal Government on the occasion of a ceremony for plant-
ing a dogwood tree, one of thousands the United States of-
fered to Japan as a symbol of friendship, at the city's Peace 
Park, which commemorates the 73,000 people – more 
than a quarter of the city's 263,000 inhabitants at the time 
– who died in the U.S. atomic bomb attack on the city. Some 
75,000 people were injured and hundreds of thousands 
were sickened by radiation, according to statistics at the 
Peace Park. 

During the tree planting ceremony, she said: “I am deeply 
moved by my visit here, and reminisced: "President Ken-
nedy was very proud that he was able to start the process 
of nuclear disarmament and all of our family shares that 
commitment.” She added: “President Obama also has been 
working very hard on this issue.” 

Earlier, on November 27, 2013, Ambassador Kennedy told 
a gathering of the American Chamber of Commerce in Ja-
pan (ACCJ) and the America-Japan Society in Tokyo that 
her father, President Kennedy, had "worked hard to 
strengthen the U.S.-Japan relationship at a difficult time, 
and my mother often spoke of his wish to be the first sit-
ting President to visit Japan." 

She added: "As a child, it made a deep impression on me 
that my father's PT boat (torpedo-armed fast attack craft 

deployed by the U.S. during World War II) 
had been sunk by a Japanese destroyer, yet 
just 15 years later he was proud to invite 
the Japanese commander to his inaugura-
tion as President and excited about the 
possibility of uniting the crews of the two 
vessels on his future state visit. 

"That's a great parable for our larger rela-
tionship and a reminder that when we fo-
cus on the things that unite us instead of 

those that divide us, when we look to the future instead of 
the past, we truly can create a better world." 

Atomic bombing survivors (hibakusha) and peace activists 
have repeatedly pointed out that they would like a U.S. 
President to visit the two Japanese cities, which suffered 
atomic bombings. "We do hope that President Obama will 
respond to our call," said a peace activist. 

Ambassador Kennedy toured the Nagasaki Atomic Bomb 
Museum, accompanied by Nagasaki Mayor Tomihisa Taue 
and other officials, and signed the visitor's book. She also 
met hibakusha, including former Nagasaki University 
President Hideo Tsuchiyama and Japanese Red Cross Na-
gasaki Genbaku Hospital Director Masao Tomonaga. Re-
ports quoted Ambassador Kennedy telling them that she 
felt the need to pursue efforts toward nuclear disarma-
ment. 

Ambassador Kennedy's programme also included a visit to 
the Urakami Cathedral, which was destroyed by the 
atomic bombing and was reconstructed after World War 
II. At Peace Park, she offered flowers in front of the Peace 
Statue, which is dedicated to the souls of A-bomb victims 
and symbolizes hope for eternal peace. 

According to the Nagasaki Prefectural Government, Caro-
line Kennedy is the fifth U.S. ambassador to visit the city of 
Nagasaki. Her predecessor John Roos attended peace cer-
emonies on the anniversaries of the bombings in both Hi-
roshima and Nagasaki, the first U.S. ambassador to do so. 
 

READ IN HINDI http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/bahasa-hindi-urdu-persian/183-daughter-takes-ken-
nedy-s-peace-torch-to-japan-hindi 

GERMAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/german/185-kennedy-tochter-traegt-friedensfackel-
nach-japan 
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Commemorating the atomic bombing of Nagasaki Mayor 
Tomihisa Taue, who guided her during the visit, issued a 
‘Peace Appeal’ on August 9, 2013, which stated: Under the 
current NPT (Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty), nuclear-
weapon states have a duty to make earnest efforts towards 
nuclear disarmament. This is a promise they’ve made to 
the rest of the world. In April of 2009, United States Presi-
dent Barack Obama expressed his desire to seek a nuclear-
free world during a speech in Prague. In June this year, 
President Obama stated in Berlin that he would work to-
wards further reduction of nuclear arsenals, saying, ‘So 
long as nuclear weapons exist, we are not truly safe.’ Na-
gasaki supports President Obama’s approach.” 

Taue regretted that “there are over 17,000 nuclear war-
heads still in existence of which at least 90% belong to ei-
ther the United States or Russia,” adding: “President 
Obama, President Putin, please commit your countries to 
a speedy, drastic reduction of your nuclear arsenal. Rather 
than envisioning a nuclear-free world as a faraway dream, 
we must quickly decide to solve this issue by working to-
wards the abolition of these weapons, fulfilling the prom-
ise made to global society.” 

Nearly one week ahead of Caroline Kennedy assuming the 
office of U.S. Ambassador to Japan, the city of Nagasaki 
hosted the 5th Nagasaki Global Citizens’ Assembly for the 
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons from November 2 to 4, 
2013. Citizens of Nagasaki have continued their tradition 
of convening such Global Citizens’ Assemblies, which they 
have held every few years since the year 2000. 

Participants in the Assembly included representatives 
from nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) and scien-
tists from Japan and abroad. They heard again the voices 
of hibakusha, and their urgent appeal that the elimination 
of nuclear weapons becomes a reality while they are still 
alive. They also listened to hopeful voices of young people 
accepting responsibility for achieving and maintaining a 
world without nuclear weapons. 

An eminent participant and speaker – as in previous four 
meetings as an invited guest of the city of Nagasaki – was 
David Krieger, President of the Nuclear Age Peace Founda-
tion, who has participated in the drafting of all the Naga-
saki Appeals. One highlight of the Appeal, Krieger told IDN, 
is that it calls for “a series of concrete actions, including 

commencing negotiations on the prohibition and elimina-
tion of nuclear weapons; the U.S. and Russia taking unilat-
eral and bilateral nuclear disarmament measures; phasing 
out of reliance on nuclear weapons in the security policies 
of all countries; having greater citizen participation in nu-
clear abolition campaigns; establishing new nuclear 
weapon-free zones; aiding the victims of Fukushima (nu-
clear power plant accident); and learning the lesson that 
humanity cannot continue to rely upon nuclear energy any 
more than it can rely upon nuclear weapons.” 

The Appeal also offers some specific advice to the Japanese 
government based upon its special responsibilities as the 
world’s only country to have been attacked with nuclear 
weapons, said Krieger. “These responsibilities include: 
coming out from under the U.S. nuclear umbrella; provid-
ing leadership to achieve a nuclear weapon-free zone in 
Northeast Asia; demonstrating leadership for nuclear 
weapons abolition; and seeking and welcoming interna-
tional assistance in controlling the radiological crisis at Fu-
kushima.” 

The Appeal points out that leaders of 532 local authorities 
in Japan have expressed support for a nuclear weapon-
free zone in Northeast Asia, as did 83 Japanese and South 
Korean parliamentarians from across the political spec-
trum in a joint statement on July 22, 2010. In September 
2013, the President of Mongolia indicated his country’s in-
terest in exploring the establishment of a nuclear weapon-
free zone in Northeast Asia at the United Nations General 
Assembly. 

To demonstrate leadership, says the Appeal, Japan should 
take advantage of the opportunity presented by the Non-
Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative (NPDI) Foreign 
Ministers’ Meeting to be held in Hiroshima in April 2014. 
Japan, it says, should also urge political leaders and gov-
ernment officials who will participate in the G20 Summit 
that will be held in Japan in 2016 to visit Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki. Further: The participants in the Nagasaki Global 
Citizens’ Assembly pledge to continue “utmost efforts to 
achieve a world without nuclear weapons”, and aver: “Na-
gasaki must be the last A-bombed city.” This, notes 
Krieger, is a necessary goal for humanity and for the fu-
ture. “It is the great challenge that confronts all of us living 
on the planet in the Nuclear Age.” [IDN-InDepthNews – De-
cember 12, 2013] 
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An Embittered Riyadh May Weigh Nuclear Option 

By THALIF DEEN 

UNITED NATIONS (IPS) - Saudi Arabia’s unyielding opposition to November 24 interim nuclear agreement with Iran has 
triggered speculation about its own projection of military power in the Middle East. As the Wall Street Journal pointed 
out, the Saudis may conclude that international acceptance of a nuclear programme of any kind by Iran may compel them 
“to seek their own nuclear weapons capability through a simple purchase.” The likely source: Pakistan, whose nuclear 
programme was partly funded by the Saudis.  

But this is viewed as a worst case 
scenario, particularly if the 
longstanding political and military 
relationship between the United 
States and Saudi Arabia continues 
to deteriorate. 

The initial hint of Saudi nuclear am-
bitions surfaced back in 2011 when 
Prince Turki al-Faisal, a former 
Saudi ambassador to the United 
States, warned that nuclear threats 
from Israel and Iran may force 
Saudi Arabia to follow suit. 

Speaking at a security forum in the 
Saudi capital of Riyadh, he was 
quoted as saying, “It is our duty to-
ward our nation and people to con-
sider all possible options, including 
the possession of these weapons.” 

Whether this was a serious or an empty threat will depend 
in part on the evolving negotiations with Iran to terminate 
its nuclear weapons capability when the current six-
month interim agreement expires. 

That agreement was between Iran and the five permanent 
members of the U.N. Security Council, namely the United 
States, Britain, France, Russia and China, plus Germany 
(P5+1). 

Hillel Schenker, co-editor of the Jerusalem-based Pales-
tine-Israel Journal, who has been tracking nuclear devel-
opments in the Middle East, told IPS Saudi criticism is also 
based on the assumption that the Geneva agreement is a 
bad deal. 

Yet if it proves to be a building block 
towards an arrangement for pre-
venting Iran from going nuclear 
militarily, Riyadh won’t feel the 
need to obtain its own nuclear 
counterweight, he added. 

In addition, he said, “just as Israel 
will lobby for the idea that Iranian 
support for [the Lebanese militant 
group] Hezbollah and Islamic Jihad 
be dealt with in the final agreement, 
Saudi Arabia and the Gulf States 
[predominantly Sunnis] will lobby 
for American guarantees for their 
security against Iranian Shiite aspi-
rations in the region.” 

Asked if the deal might spur other 
Middle Eastern states to develop or 
otherwise acquire nuclear weap-

ons, Shannon N. Kile, senior researcher heading the Pro-
ject on Nuclear Arms Control, Disarmament and Non-pro-
liferation at the Stockholm International Peace Research 
Institute (SIPRI), told IPS, “I think this will depend on the 
shape of a long-term agreement.” 

That long-term agreement is expected to be finalised at the 
end of the current six-month interim agreement. 

At the moment, said Kile, it is unclear to what extent Iran 
is willing to limit or reduce its sensitive nuclear fuel cycle 
activities in exchange for a lifting of Western sanctions, or 
whether the U.S. and its European Union (EU) partners 
will agree to lift sanctions without a near-total dismantle-
ment of Iran’s nuclear infrastructure.  
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Assuming that a deal can be reached that will involve sig-
nificant technical limitations on Iran’s nuclear pro-
gramme, accompanied by enhanced verification by the In-
ternational Atomic Energy Agency – in particular, Iran’s 
accession to the Additional Protocol – to provide assur-
ance about the absence of undeclared nuclear activities in 
Iran, this should help allay U.S., Israeli, and Arab worries 
by making it more difficult for Iran to build a nuclear 
weapon, Kile said. In doing so, it would actually serve to 
ease nuclear proliferation incentives and pressures in the 
Middle East, he said.  

Besides Saudi Arabia, there has also been speculation 
about the nuclear ambitions of another Middle Eastern na-
tion, Egypt, currently in political turmoil. 

Schenker told IPS that while the Egyptians may also be un-
happy with a possible Iranian-Western rapprochement, 
and consider themselves in competition with Iran for he-
gemony in the region, they are currently immersed in their 
own internal issues. “If the final agreement is a reasonable 
one from their point of view, there is no chance that they 
themselves will decide to go nuclear militarily,” he pre-
dicted. 

However, both deposed Egyptian President Mohamed 
Morsi and the successor military regime announced inter-
est in reviving the dormant Egyptian programme to build 
a nuclear energy power plant, perhaps as a counterpoint 
to the Iranian nuclear energy programme. 

In addition, a solid final deal with the Iranians will only in-
crease Egyptian determination to promote a nuclear 
weapons-free zone in the Middle East, and a desire to place 
the Israeli nuclear programme on the table as well, he 
noted. 

“It seems to me that the pessimism about last weekend’s 
deal between Iran and the P5+1 states coming from Israel, 
Saudi Arabia and in some quarters of the U.S. Congress is 
understandable given that the Iranians have been less-
than-fully forthcoming, and in some cases actively deceit-
ful, about their nuclear activities in the past,” Kile told IPS. 

However, the deal is an important first step toward ad-
dressing international concerns about the scope of Iran’s 
nuclear programme and, as such, should be welcomed by 
even those who are sceptical of Tehran’s nuclear inten-
tions, he added. 

The agreement reached in Geneva imposes technical con-
straints and verification requirements that make it virtu-
ally impossible for Iran to use its nuclear facilities to make 
progress toward building a nuclear weapon during this pe-
riod. 

He said it also lengthens the amount of time that Iran 
would need if it were to later decide to build a weapon. 
“These are important achievements that should not be 
overlooked or dismissed,” Kile added.  
[IPS | November 27, 2013] 

 

http://ipsinternational.org/arabic/nota.asp?idnews=3144  

http://www.nuclearabolition.net/
http://ipsinternational.org/arabic/nota.asp?idnews=3144


Visit <> http://www.ipsnews.net/news/projects/nuclear-weapons/ Visit <> http://www.nuclearabolition.info 
 

 

BEYOND NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION 
NEWSLETTER FOR STRENGTHENING AWARENESS OF NUCLEAR ABOLITION  

WITH NOVEMBER-DECEMBER 2013 ARTICLES 
 

 
Page 8  

 
In-Depth Reports 
 

‘We Are Suffering A Slow-Motion Nuclear War’ 

By JULIO GODOY* 

BERLIN (IDN) - Robert Jacobs was born 53 years ago, at the height of the cold war, amidst the then reigning paranoia of 
nuclear annihilation of humankind. In school, he was eight years old. “We learned about how to survive a nuclear attack. 
We we[P]re told that the key to survival was to always be vigilant in detecting the first signs of a nuclear attack.”  

45 years later, Jacobs, Bo for his 
friends, is one of the world’s leading 
researchers on the social and cul-
tural consequences of radioactivity 
on families and communities. Bo 
holds a PhD in history, has published 
three books on nuclear issues, and is 
author of hundreds of essays on the 
same matter. He is also professor 
and researcher at the Graduate Fac-
ulty of International Studies and the 
Peace Institute, both at the Hiro-
shima City University, Japan.  

Back in the early 1960s, Jacobs learnt 
at school that “The first thing we 
would perceive (on a nuclear attack) would be the bright 
flash of the detonation. Teachers told us to always be pre-
pared for this flash and to take shelter. I remember going 
home that day and sitting on the steps in front of my house 
in suburban Chicago and just sitting there for an hour wait-
ing for the flash.” 

This dreadful experience marked Jacobs’ life, for it led his 
studies and professional life towards analysing the conse-
quences of the nuclear age on humankind. 

“We live through a slow motion nuclear war,” he says, re-
ferring to the sheer amount of nuclear and radioactive ma-
terial stored across the world, which will be part of the 
global ecosystem for millenniums to come. 

As professor at the Hiroshima City University, Jacobs 
spends most of his time in one of the two cities (along with 
Nagasaki) destroyed by nuclear annihilation in the final 
phase of World War II (1939-1945). He is a privileged wit-
ness of the social and psychological responses of society to 
such a tragedy; furthermore, the nuclear accident of Fuku-
shima (in Mach 2011) has given him again a excruciating 
opportunity to analyse social, psychological, and bureau-
cratic reactions to such catastrophes. 

Julio Godoy, associated global edi-
tor of IDN-InDepthNews, communi-
cated with Prof. Jacobs through 
Email: 

What made you pursue an academic 
career on nuclear issues? 

Robert Jacobs (RJ): My choice of a 
career working on nuclear issues is 
the result of a childhood in which I 
was very afraid of nuclear weapons. 
When I was 8 years old we learned 
in school about how to survive a nu-
clear attack. I don't remember the 
specific format, I don't think it was 

the classic Duck and Cover material but it was similar. We 
were told that the key to survival was to always be vigilant 
in detecting the first signs of a nuclear attack. The first 
thing we would perceive would be the bright flash of the 
detonation. They told us to always be prepared for this 
flash and to take shelter. I remember going home that day 
and sitting on the steps in front of my house in suburban 
Chicago and just sitting there for an hour waiting for the 
flash. 

Vigilantly waiting for the flash. I imagined the school 
across the street from me just dissolving. I imagined my 
house, and all of the houses on my block dissolving. I im-
agined my whole town just dissolving into white light. I be-
came terrified.  

I think that this was partly when I became aware of my 
own mortality and that I would die one day, but it was very 
connected to nuclear weapons. The way that I dealt with 
this fear was to find books in the library about nuclear 
weapons and read them. Throughout my childhood I read 
everything that I could find about nuclear weapons. Since 
I had such a strong fear, my means of dealing with it was 
to learn whatever I could about the thing that terrified me. 
I have never stopped this process.  

 

*Julio Godoy is an investigative journalist and IDN Associate Global Editor. He has won international 
recognition for his work, including the Hellman-Hammett human rights award, the Sigma Delta Chi 
Award for Investigative Reporting Online by the U.S. Society of Professional Journalists, and the Online 
Journalism Award for Enterprise Journalism by the Online News Association and the U.S.C. Annenberg 
School for Communication, as co-author of the investigative reports “Making a Killing: The Business of 
War” and “The Water Barons: The Privatisation of Water Services”. 
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Fukushima 

As staff member of the Hiroshima Peace Institute you are 
first-rank witness of the severest nuclear catastrophe of 
modern times. Fukushima typifies several dangers of all 
things nuclear: The difficulties to control the technology, the 
recklessness of administrations, both private and public, and 
the fact that radioactivity does not respect national borders. 
How do you see the catastrophe? 

RJ: I see the catastrophe as absolutely horrifying and on-
going. There is no discernible end in sight to this tragedy, 
radiation will continue to seep into the Pacific Ocean for 
decades. I think that there were many instances of negli-
gence that facilitated the disaster. The design of the reac-
tors and site was bad. The maintenance of the plant was 
neglected for decades. Adequate emergency procedures 
were never designed or enacted. In many ways, this high-
lights the problems not just of nuclear power but espe-
cially of privately run, for profit, nuclear power plants. In 
this case profits are raised by lowering costs, a process 
which both facilitated and accelerated the disaster. TEPCO 
(Tokyo Electric Power Company) notoriously has ne-
glected its nuclear plants in honour of increasing profita-
bility. 

Beyond this, I would say that we also see illustrated here 
that the decisions to build nuclear plants are national ones, 
but when they have problems they are always global in 
scale. When one considers the time scale of some of the ra-
dionuclides that enter the ecosystem from nuclear disas-
ters, they will stay in the ecosystem for thousands of years 
(as will the radionuclides in the spent fuel rods when they 
operate without a meltdown). These radionuclides will 
simply cycle through the ecosystem for millenniums. 
These toxins will remain dangerous for hundreds of gen-
erations and will disperse throughout the planet. At Fuku-
shima the benefits of the electricity generated by the 
plants will have lasted barely longer than one generation 
while the sickness and contamination resulting from the 
disaster will last for hundreds. 

‘Cold shutdown’ catastrophe 

How do you evaluate the government’s handling of the ca-
tastrophe, for instance, the fact that only 12 square kilome-
tres around the site have been evacuated? 

RJ: The government's handling of the disaster is a second 
disaster. Virtually every decision has been driven by two 
things: money and public relations. The decision to evacu-
ate only 12 square kilometres was driven by concerns of 
cost and not by concerns of public health. When the gov-
ernment mandates evacuation they incur financial respon-
sibilities. This is why they limited it to 12 km. They made

a "suggested" evacuation area of 20 square kilometres. 

Why the difference? Mandatory vs. suggested? The area 
between 12 and 20 km where evacuation is suggested 
means that the government bears no fiscal responsibility 
for those evacuees. If they evacuate, it is their own deci-
sion, and must be done at their own cost.  

These people are in a terrible bind. They know that they 
must evacuate because of the levels of radiation, but they 
will receive no assistance. Their homes are now worthless 
and cannot be sold. They are on their own. They have be-
come both contaminated and impoverished. The other 
thing guiding decision making by the government is public 
relations. 

While they knew that there had been a full meltdown on 
the first day of the disaster, and three full meltdowns by 
the third day, they denied this for almost three months. 
The reason this was done was to control perceptions. They 
managed to keep the word "meltdown" off the front pages 
of the world's newspapers during the period when they 
were focused on Fukushima. 

When the government acknowledged the meltdowns al-
most three months later the story was on page 10 or page 
12 of international papers. This is a success for them. At 
the end of 2011 they declared the plants in "cold shut-
down." This is insane. The term cold shutdown refers to 
the activities of an undamaged and fully functional reactor. 
A reactor whose fuel has melted and is now located some-
where unknown beneath the reactor building, and that 
must have water poured on it for years to keep it cool are 
not in cold shutdown. This was just a way of saying to peo-
ple that the event was over and everything was under con-
trol–absolute conscious lies. These concerns, costs and 
perceptions have guided the government’s response far 
more than public safety has. 

Loss of livelihoods 

How does the tragedy affect the food supply?  

RJ: The government has set "legally acceptable" levels of 
contamination in food. For example, there is a legally al-
lowable level for caesium in rice. So if some rice is contam-
inated above this legal level it is not removed from the food 
supply, but rather is mixed with uncontaminated rice until 
it is below this level. This is a process for moving contam-
inated food into the food supply, not excluding it.  

The reasons for this are cost. Many thousands of people 
have lost their livelihoods because of the disaster. Many 
farmers, fisherman and others have lost the value of their 
businesses because of contamination, with no fault of their 
own.  
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What is to be done about these people? One solution would 
be to compensate them for their lost businesses, but this 
would cost a lot of money up front. The other solution is to 
try to keep their businesses viable. To do this you keep 
them at work, you continue to bring their agricultural 
goods and fish to market and support their businesses. 

In this case you end up with increased costs to public 
health because of exposure to radiation, but those cost 
come in the future, they are on the backside, in 10-20 
years. So bringing contaminated food to market reduces 
short term costs and pushes the consequences into the 
lives of politicians in the future. But by far the most disas-
trous thing is to allow so many children to remain in con-
taminated areas. All children should be removed from con-
taminated areas immediately, but that would, alas, cost 
money. 

Tradition and radioactivity 

For the relatives of the mortal victims of the Fukushima ac-
cident, the fact that they cannot tend and worship the graves 
of their relatives constitutes a further penalty. Can you tell 
me something about this Japanese tradition and how radio-
activity impedes it? 

RJ: There are a few things to think about in relation to this. 
First is the Japanese holiday of Obon. This is a very old tra-
ditional holiday in which ancestors are celebrated and 
thanked. During this holiday many people return to the 
towns where their families are from and conduct very old 
rituals. The family goes to the site of the graves of their an-
cestors and clean and decorate their graves. They invite 
the spirits of their ancestors to return to visit with the liv-
ing family for a few days. The family tends to spend this 
time together building both connections to the past and to 
each other. At the end of the festival the spirits of the an-
cestors are escorted back to the cemetery. 

For those whose home towns are in the contaminated 
area, this ritual can no longer be observed. They are unable 
to honour the spirits of their ancestors in traditional ways, 
and the graves of their ancestors are untended. This can 
have a devastating psychological affect. The notion that 
ancestors are no longer being honoured, no longer being 
invited to join together with the living, and that they will 
spend eternity with the dishonour of graves untended by 
their descendants can damage families and individuals. 

For many people, these are rituals that have been ob-
served in their families for hundreds of years, for many 
generations, and it is they who have broken this chain. 
How will the ancestors know that they are not being disre-
spected, but that the descendants have no choice? Having 
worked with many radiation-exposed communities 

around the world, I know that many people are able to 
manage the distress that this causes for a few years, know-
ing it is not their fault. But over decades of neglecting an-
cestors people tend to feel a visceral sense of their own 
failure to honour their ancestors. Additionally, when the 
tsunami occurred, some people were unable to claim the 
bodies of their relatives and give them a proper burial as 
their bodies were recovered very close to the nuclear 
plants and were considered "nuclear waste." 

‘Second class citizens’ 

What other humanitarian consequences has the catastro-
phe provoked?  

RJ: There is almost no way to calculate this. Many families 
have divorced over conflicts about whether to move or to 
stay, whether to eat local food or not. Many children are 
unable to play or spend time outdoors because of contam-
ination. Many wear dosimeters that record their expo-
sures (they don't alert the children to the presence of ra-
diation, merely record the exposures for later diagnostic 
purposes) and they will grow up with a sense of being 
"contaminated." Children in families that move away have 
been experiencing bullying and discrimination. Many peo-
ple have no idea if they have been exposed to radiation, but 
are aware that they have been lied to repeatedly; about 
whether they will be able to return to their homes, about 
the dangers of radioactivity, about nuclear power in gen-
eral. 

My work with radiation exposed people around the world 
has shown that those exposed to radiation often become 
"second class citizens." They are shunned, they are lied to, 
they are observed for medical information but rarely in-
formed of this information, and they are marked as con-
taminated for the rest of their lives. In this way they are 
denied the dignity that other members of the same society 
expect. 

‘Military colonialism’ 

Now to nuclear weapons: Western countries in possession of 
the bomb have over the years carried out experiments in far-
away locations, in Oceania, in the North African deserts, not 
near London or Paris… It is an extraordinary abuse, and yet 
such countries have never been made accountable for the 
damages they have caused… 

RJ: I view nuclear testing as linked to military colonialism. 
Nuclear powers tend to test in the far reaches of their mil-
itary empires and contaminating people with little politi-
cal power or agency to protect themselves. As is true in 
general, colonialists rarely have to face any consequences 
for their exploitation. This is an extension of the brutaliza-
tion of the colonized by the colonizer.  

READ IN GERMAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/german/144-wir-erleben-einen-in-
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When we look at the history of colonialism, the British 
have entirely retained the great wealth that came from the 
slave trade, when the French lost Haiti, Haiti was forced to 
pay compensation to the French for their "loss." In the case 
of the nuclear powers, we can see this dominance both 
sustained and rewarded. Consider the Security Council of 
the United Nations, its five permanent members are the 
first five nuclear powers. Obtaining nuclear weapons has 
earned them a permanent veto over "lesser" countries. 
Those exposed to radiation from nuclear weapon testing 
have almost never been given any health care or compen-
sation for loss of life or the contamination of land and food 
sources. It is criminal. 

Nuclear ignorance – nuclear fatalism 

You work and live in Hiroshima, one of the two cities which 
directly suffered the unspeakable effects of nuclear weap-
ons. Despite such horrors, still present in our lives, the world 
nuclear powers, from the U.S.A. to Pakistan, have accumu-
lated some 30,000 nuclear heads capable of destroying the 
Earth several times. And yet, nobody seems to be scandalised 
about it. This lethargy, is it ignorance or fatalism? 

RJ: Both. Most people don't ever think about nuclear weap-
ons. Most didn't think much about nuclear power until Fu-
kushima. For most people nuclear weapons are abstract – 
they have never seen one, they don't understand how they 
work – as poet John Canaday has said, most people experi-
ence nuclear weapons through stories, and for many those 
stories are Hollywood movies in which there are rarely 

consequences from nuclear detonations (besides killing 
aliens and destroying asteroids). 

But it is also true that many people don't feel that they can 
do anything about nuclear weapons. They are never a topic 
of public debate in the politics of nuclear nations, they are 
at the deepest, most secure parts of large militaries. And 
most people really have no idea of how much of their tax 
monies are being spent on nuclear weapons in nuclear na-
tions. This, by the way, is where I feel that the stockpiles 
are vulnerable. As wealthy imperial nations decline, the 
billions spent annually on nuclear weapons will be ques-
tioned. They are rarely questioned in terms of desirability 
since many people living in nuclear armed countries feel 
that the weapons either protect them or help to establish 
their nation as one of the big players. 

Can you imagine such a child terrified by the possibility of 
nuclear annihilation, as you were yourself today, in Israel, in 
Iran, in Korea, in India, or Pakistan? 

RJ: Yes, it is possible for me to imagine such an experience 
in today's world, for instance Kashmir where the military 
stance between nuclear armed India and Pakistan is very 
visible. But I do think that it would be different. In the mod-
ern case the child would be imagining such a thing, piecing 
it together through what they hear at home and around the 
community. When I was young it was presented as formal 
education in the school system, so I didn't have to imagine 
it myself at all, I was being trained to think about nuclear 
war. [IDN-InDepthNews – November 27, 2013]  

READ IN 
HINDI http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/bahasa-hindi-urdu-persian/161-we-are-suffering-a-slow-motion-
nuclear-war-hindi 
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NORWEGIAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/norwegian-swedish/162-we-are-suffering-a-
slow-motion-nuclear-war-norwegian 

‘Vi lider av en atomkrig i sakte film’ 

BERLIN (IDN) - Robert Jacobs ble født for 53 år siden, på høyden av den kalde krigen, midt i den daværende 
paranoiaen av kjernefysisk utslettelse av menneskeheten. På skolen, da han var åtte år, «lærte vi om hvordan å 
overleve et kjernefysisk angrep. Vi ble fortalt at nøkkelen til å overleve var å være årvåken i å oppdage de første 
tegnene på et atomangrep.” 

45 år senere, Jacobs, Bo som vennene kaller han, er en av verdens ledende forskere på sosiale og kulturelle 
konsekvenser av radioaktivitet for familier og samfunnet. Bo har en doktorgrad i historie, har publisert tre bøker, og 
er forfatteren av hundrevis av essay innen samme tema. Han er også professor og forsker ved Graduate Faculty of 
International Studies og The Peace Institute, begge ved Hiroshima City University, i Japan. 

Tilbake til tidlig 1960-tallet lærte Jacobs på skolen at «Det første vi bør oppfatte (i et kjernefysisk angrep) er det 
skarpe lyset under detonasjonen. Lærere fortalte oss at vi alltid måtte være forberedt for dette lyset og søke ly. Jeg 
husker at jeg gikk hjem den dagen og satt på trappen foran huset vårt i utkanten av Chicago og bare satt der i en time 
og ventet på lyset.» 
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Nagasaki Meet Recommends Concrete Steps For Nuke Abolition 

By RAMESH JAURA 

 
Photo credit: popularresistance.org 

BERLIN | NAGASAKI (IDN) – More than 50,000 nuclear weapons have been eliminated since the historic Reykjavík Sum-
mit between the then U.S. President Ronald Reagan and his counterpart from the erstwhile Soviet Union  Mikhail Gorba-
chev, which culminated into a groundbreaking Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty (INF) in December 1987. But 
17,300 nukes remain, threatening many times over the very survival of human civilization and most life on earth, as the 
2013 Nagasaki Appeal points out.  

The Federation of American Scientists (FAS) estimates 
that nine countries possess nuclear weapons: United 
States (7,700 warheads), Russia (8,500), Britain (225), 
France (300), China (250), Israel (80), India (between 90 
and 110), Pakistan (between 100 and 120) and North Ko-
rea (10).  

Five European nations – Belgium, Germany, Italy, Nether-
lands, and Turkey – host U.S. nuclear weapons on their soil 
as part of a NATO nuclear-sharing arrangement. Roughly 
two dozen other nations – Albania, Australia, Bulgaria, 
Canada, Croatia, Czech, Denmark, Estonia, Greece, Hun-
gary, Iceland, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Nor-
way, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, South 
Korea, and Spain – claim to rely on U.S. nuclear weapons 
for their security. Furthermore, there are some 40 nations 
with nuclear power or research reactors capable of being 
diverted for weapons production. 

According to experts, the spread of nuclear know-how has 
increased the risk that more nations will develop the 
bomb. And this despite the fact that “the danger of nuclear 
annihilation, by accident, miscalculation or design contin-
ues to cast a dark shadow over humanity’s future”. 

In addition, states the Nagasaki Appeal, the failure of the 
nuclear weapon states to achieve more progress toward a 
nuclear weapons free world is undermining the legitimacy 
of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT). The Appeal 

warns: “The nuclear weapon states’ repeated delays in ful-
filling their ‘unequivocal’ commitment to nuclear disarma-
ment has discredited the nonproliferation regime and may 
destroy it.” 

The landmark Nagasaki Appeal emerged from the 5th Na-
gasaki Global Citizens’ Assembly for the Elimination of Nu-
clear Weapons, November 2-4, 2013 in Nagasaki – the sec-
ond and, to date, last city in the world to experience a nu-
clear attack along with Hiroshima 68 years ago. Citizens of 
Nagasaki have continued their tradition of convening such 
Global Citizens’ Assemblies, which they have held every 
few years since the year 2000. 

Participants in the Assembly included representatives 
from nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) and scien-
tists from Japan and abroad. They heard again the voices 
of hibakusha, survivors of the U.S. atomic bombings of Hi-
roshima and Nagasaki, and their urgent appeal that the 
elimination of nuclear weapons becomes a reality while 
they are still alive. They also listened to hopeful voices of 
young people accepting responsibility for achieving and 
maintaining a world without nuclear weapons. 

An eminent participant and speaker – as in previous four 
meetings as an invited guest of the city of Nagasaki – was 
David Krieger, President of the Nuclear Age Peace Founda-
tion, who has participated in the drafting of all the Naga-
saki Appeals. 

  

http://www.nuclearabolition.net/
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http://www.popularresistance.org/2013-nagasaki-appeal-on-nuclear-power-and-weapons/
http://www.popularresistance.org/2013-nagasaki-appeal-on-nuclear-power-and-weapons/
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Krieger said in an email comment forwarded to IDN: “The 
2013 Nagasaki Appeal is an extraordinary document. It re-
flects the spirit of Nagasaki, the second of two atomic 
bombed cities on the planet, and the desire of its atomic 
bomb survivors to assure that Nagasaki remains the last 
city ever to suffer such a tragedy. I believe the Appeal 
should be read by every citizen of Earth and studied by 
young people everywhere.” 

One highlight of the Appeal, said Krieger is that it takes 
note of the nuclear power accident at Fukushima, Japan in 
March 2011: “The fear and suffering of Fukushima citizens 
for their health and life renewed our recognition of the 
danger of radioactivity, whether from nuclear weapons or 
nuclear energy. The experiences of Fukushima and the 
atomic bombings of Nagasaki and Hiroshima have shown 
us that the effects of nuclear disasters are uncontrollable 
in time and space,” states the Appeal. 

Reasons for hope 

Despite “daunting challenges,” the Appeal finds there are 
reasons for hope, among which is the renewed interna-
tional attention to the devastating humanitarian conse-
quences of the use of nuclear weapons. It also found that 
reliance upon nuclear deterrence for national security is 
“delusional,” in a world in which human security and 
global security are threatened by nuclear weapons, said 
Krieger. 

Describing the inhumanity of nuclear weapons, the resolu-
tion adopted in November 2011 by the Council of Dele-
gates of the International Red Cross and Red Crescent 
Movement identified the need to “conclude … negotiations 
to prohibit the use of and completely eliminate nuclear 
weapons through a legally binding international agree-
ment.” 

The humanitarian impacts of nuclear weapons have been 
discussed in the United Nations General Assembly since 
2010, and at preparatory committee meetings for the 
2015 NPT Review Conference. Moreover, the government 
of Norway hosted an international conference in Oslo in 
March 2013 on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weap-
ons. A follow-on meeting, will be hosted by the govern-
ment of Mexico in February 2014. 

Krieger highlighted another aspect of the Nagasaki Appeal, 
which calls for “a series of concrete actions, including com-
mencing negotiations on the prohibition and elimination 
of nuclear weapons; the US and Russia taking unilateral 
and bilateral nuclear disarmament measures; phasing out 
of reliance on nuclear weapons in the security policies of 
all countries; having greater citizen participation in nu-
clear abolition campaigns; establishing new nuclear 

weapon-free zones; aiding the victims of Fukushima; and 
learning the lesson that humanity cannot continue to rely 
upon nuclear energy any more than it can rely upon nu-
clear weapons.” 

The Appeal states: “The accident at Fukushima has taught 
us that we cannot continue to rely upon nuclear energy.” It 
recalls that Senji Yamaguchi brought the hibakusha’s ex-
perience of the atomic bomb to the United Nations in 1982, 
when he declared: “No More Hiroshimas, No More Nagasa-
kis, No more Hibakusha, No More War!”, adding: The acci-
dent at Fukushima requires the addition of “No More Fu-
kushimas!” 

The Appeal also offers some specific advice to the Japanese 
government based upon its special responsibilities as the 
world’s only country to have been attacked with nuclear 
weapons, said Krieger. “These responsibilities include: 
coming out from under the US nuclear umbrella; providing 
leadership to achieve a nuclear weapon-free zone in 
Northeast Asia; demonstrating leadership for nuclear 
weapons abolition; and seeking and welcoming interna-
tional assistance in controlling the radiological crisis at Fu-
kushima.” 

The Appeal points out that leaders of 532 local authorities 
in Japan have expressed support for a nuclear weapon-
free zone in Northeast Asia, as did 83 Japanese and South 
Korean parliamentarians from across the political spec-
trum in a joint statement on July 22, 2010. In September 
2013, the President of Mongolia indicated his country’s in-
terest in exploring the establishment of a nuclear weapon-
free zone in Northeast Asia at the United Nations General 
Assembly. 

To demonstrate leadership, says the Appeal, Japan should 
take advantage of the opportunity presented by the Non-
Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative (NPDI) Foreign 
Ministers’ Meeting to be held in Hiroshima in April 2014. 
Japan, it says, should also urge political leaders and gov-
ernment officials who will participate in the G20 Summit 
that will be held in Japan in 2016 to visit Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki. 

Further: The participants in the Nagasaki Global Citizens’ 
Assembly pledge to continue “utmost efforts to achieve a 
world without nuclear weapons”, and aver: “Nagasaki 
must be the last A-bombed city.” This, notes Krieger, is a 
necessary goal for humanity and for the future. “It is the 
great challenge that confronts all of us living on the planet 
in the Nuclear Age. Nagasaki is doing its part to lead the 
way. They need our voices and our commitment to suc-
ceed.”  

READ IN ARABIC http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/arabic/137-nagasaki-meet-recommends-concrete-
steps-for-nuke-abolition-arabic 

http://www.nuclearabolition.net/
http://www.ifrc.org/
http://www.ifrc.org/
http://www.dfat.gov.au/security/npdi.html
http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/arabic/137-nagasaki-meet-recommends-concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-arabic
http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/arabic/137-nagasaki-meet-recommends-concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-arabic


Visit <> http://www.ipsnews.net/news/projects/nuclear-weapons/ Visit <> http://www.nuclearabolition.info 
 

 

BEYOND NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION 
NEWSLETTER FOR STRENGTHENING AWARENESS OF NUCLEAR ABOLITION  

WITH NOVEMBER-DECEMBER 2013 ARTICLES 
 

 
Page 14  

 
In-Depth Reports 
 
For this to become reality, the Appeal recommends a se-
ries of tangible steps – most of which have been proposed 
by Soka Gakkai International (SGI) President Daisaku 
Ikeda in his peace proposals – including: 

The call for negotiations on the comprehensive prohibi-
tion and elimination of nuclear weapons to start in 2014, 
and for these negotiations to be supported by the NPT Re-
view Conference in 2015 and the High Level Conference 
proposed to take place no later than 2018. 

Significant reductions by the U.S. and Russia in their stra-
tegic and non-strategic, deployed and un-deployed nu-
clear stockpiles through bilateral or unilateral measures, 
and halt on development and modernization of nuclear 
weapons systems by all nuclear-armed countries, paving 
the pathway to reallocating USD 100,000,000,000 per year 
to meeting social and economic needs. 

Phasing out the role and significance of nuclear weapons 
in the military and foreign policies of nuclear-armed coun-
tries and those countries that rely on nuclear umbrellas, 
and stigmatizing nuclear weapons, by enacting national 
legislation and divesting from nuclear weapons industries. 

Greater citizen participation and the engagement of young 
people around the world in campaigns for the elimination 
of nuclear weapons, such as Mayors for Peace, Parliamen-
tarians for Nuclear Nonproliferation and Disarmament 
(PNND), the Abolition 2000 Global Network to Eliminate 
Nuclear Weapons (Abolition 2000), the International 
Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN), and Inter-
national Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War 
(IPPNW).  
[IDN-InDepthNews – November 16, 2013]  

READ IN  

GERMAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/german/134-vorschlaege-fuer-nukleare-
abruestung-appell-von-nagasaki-weist-den-weg 

ITALIAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/italian/168-nagasaki-meet-recommends-concrete-
steps-for-nuke-abolition-italian 

JAPANESE http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/japanese-chinese-korean/135-nagasaki-meet-recommends-
concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-japanese 

NORWEGIAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/norwegian-swedish/173-nagasaki-meet-recom-
mends-concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-norwegian 

PERSIAN http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/bahasa-hindi-urdu-persian/163-nagasaki-meet-recommends-
concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-persian 

SPANISH http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/spanish/175-reunion-en-nagasaki-recomienda-me-
didas-concretas-para-la-abolicion-del-armamento-nuclear 

SWEDISH http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/european/norwegian-swedish/164-nagasaki-meet-recom-
mends-concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-swedish 

TURKISH http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/turkish/176-nagazaki-bulusmasindan-nuekleere-karsi-somut-
adim-cagrisi 

URDU http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/bahasa-hindi-urdu-persian/171-nagasaki-meet-recommends-
concrete-steps-for-nuke-abolition-urdu 
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Israel’s Nuclear Ambiguity Prodded 

By PIERRE KLOCHENDLER 

OCCUPIED EAST JERUSALEM (IPS) - As Palestinian-Israeli peace talks and nuclear talks on Iran’s disputed nuclear pro-
gramme continue, a unique international conference, “A Middle East without Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMDs)”, 
was held in Jerusalem.  The topic is taboo because Israel maintains a veil of “studied ambiguity” on its alleged nuclear 
arsenal. 

At the Notre Dame hotel in Jeru-
salem, the singular get-together 
took place: Ziad Abu Zayyad, for-
mer head of the Palestinian dele-
gation to the Arms Control and 
Regional Security (ACRS) multi-
lateral talks; Dan Kurtzer, former 
peace mediator and former U.S. 
ambassador to Israel and Egypt; 
and young and veteran activists 
against the proliferation of 
WMDs. 

Mordechai Vanunu, also present, is forbidden to speak to 
foreigners or leave Israel. 

Invoking his opposition to WMDs, the former nuclear tech-
nician revealed in 1986 details of his country’s alleged nu-
clear weapons programme to the British Sunday Times. 
Abducted by Mossad intelligence agents, the Israeli whis-
tleblower spent 18 years in an Israeli jail, including more 
than 11 in solitary confinement. 

“Ten years ago, we couldn’t even have a conference disem-
bodied from reality,” notes an enthused Kurtzer. 

This is no longer pie in the sky, but a very public event on 
an issue forcibly kept out of the public eye in Israel. 

The conference was organised by the Palestine-Israel Jour-
nal (PIJ), a joint civil society publication dedicated to the 
quest for peace in the region. 

“Track-Two diplomacy will have an effect on Track One, 
formal diplomacy,” explains the diplomat who is now a 
professor of Middle East policy studies at Princeton Uni-
versity. “If not this year – next year or the year after.” 

The conference was held just a few days prior to the start 
of Round Two on Nov. 7 between Iran and the P5+1 group 
of six major powers (Britain, China, France, Russia and the 
United State, plus and Germany). Round One ended on a 
positive note. 

Notwithstanding the persistent suspicion that Iran is rac-
ing towards nuclear arms, the only major player in the 

Middle East which, allegedly, pos-
sesses a nuclear arsenal is Israel. 

Allegedly, because reports on the 
issue – all from foreign sources – 
have neither been confirmed nor 
denied by Israel. Maintaining its 
veil of “studied ambiguity”, Israel 
hasn’t signed the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty. 

Israel’s nuclear policy is defined 
in one sentence: ‘Israel won’t be 

the first to introduce nuclear weapons in the Middle East.’ 

“If Israel won’t be the first, it won’t be the second either,” 
quips Israeli non-conventional weapons expert Reuven 
Pedatzur. 

Vanunu knows well the consequences of breaking the 
strict censorship code on the issue. Public debate is nonex-
istent. “The nuclear issue is Israel’s last taboo,” says 
Pedatzur. 

A presentation on “Fissile Material Controls in the Middle 
East” by Princeton University’s Senior Research Physicist 
Frank von Hippel proposes a ban on plutonium separation 
and use; an end to the use of highly enriched uranium 
(HEU) fuel; an end to enrichment of uranium above six 
percent; and no additional enrichment plants. 

It’s only natural that Israel’s nuclear programme would 
take centre stage. The Dimona nuclear plant is scrutinised. 
“Freeze, declare, and then step-by-step reduction of Is-
rael’s stocks of plutonium and HEU,” is what Israel must 
give in return for von Hippel’s global proposal. 

Yet despite across-the-board harmony on the need to free 
the world’s most volatile region from the most volatile 
weapon, the speakers failed to reach a consensus on the 
practicality of focusing on the region’s one and only coun-
try believed to have nuclear arms. 

“This excellent proposal is premature,” comments 
Pedatzur. “Dealing with Israel’s nuclear programme is a 
non-starter. If the U.S. will exert pressure on Israel, maybe; 
unfortunately, I don’t see any U.S. incentive.”  

 

Image credit: nextyearcountrynews.blogspot.com  
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Following the Madrid Peace Conference (1991), Israel par-
ticipated in the ACRS multilateral talks. 

Israel focused on the regional security component; Arab 
states (led by Egypt) on the arms control component – that 
is, on controlling Israel’s suspected nukes. The talks col-
lapsed in 1995. 

Secure in its don’t-talk-about-it comfort zone, Israel is 
ready to discuss a WMD-free zone and thus forgo the ulti-
mate deterrent against its so-called eternal enemies, but 
only within a comprehensive peace settlement with all of 
its neighbours, including Palestine, Syria and Iran. 

That’s a state of affairs as hypothetical as it is improbable. 

“Israel wants the international community to agree de 
facto to its nuclear status,” bemoans Abu Zayyad. “Assum-
ing it’s out of it, Israel isn’t against a nuclear-free Middle 
East. That’s ridiculous.” 

Abu Zayyad reflects the traditional Palestinian position. 
Both the nuclear weapons issue and the peace vision must 
be approached “correlatively, not sequentially.” 

Is there a linkage between or amongst these issues? “The 
formal answer of diplomats is ‘No’,” says Kurtzer. “But 
surely, as the debate takes place in a civil society forum 
like this one without being cut off – here’s the linkage.” 

Israel rejects any linkage between its nuclear programme 
and the nascent regional détente. 

“A Russian-American agreement to move the chemical 
weapons from Syria; Iranian and U.S. presidents speaking 
for the first time since 1979; Palestinian-Israeli negotia-
tions,” enumerates Hillel Schenker, PIJ co-editor with Abu 
Zayyad. “This creates a constructive background for mov-
ing forward toward a WMD-free Middle East,” he con-
cludes. 

Eager to pour cold water on the conference’s optimism, 
Pedatzur enumerates inversely: “Chemical weapons use in 
Syria’s civil war; failure till now to resolve Iran’s nuclear 
crisis; Israel’s continued possession of nuclear weapons 
and occupation of Palestine. A WMD-free Middle East can’t 
be established any time soon.” 

Kurtzer says “To the extent the U.S. is ready to exercise its 
influence and power, a regional security breakthrough can 
occur which will ease the way for us not only to have a dis-
cussion on the possibility of a WMD-free Middle East, but 
to actually start engaging on these issues.” 

Abu Zayyad advocates a global arrangement. “When you 
speak about Israel, Israel speaks about Iran; Iran about Pa-
kistan; Pakistan about India, etc.” – the nuclear chain. 

The conference may have succeeded in breaking through 
the censorship surrounding Israel’s assumed nuclear 
weapons, but not the taboo on Israel effectively creating a 
WMD-free Middle East. [IPS | November 7, 2013] 

READ IN 

ARABIC http://ipsinternational.org/arabic/nota.asp?idnews=3123 

JAPANESE http://www.nuclearabolition.info/index.php/japanese-chinese-korean/132-israel-s-nuclear-ambiguity-
prodded-japanese 
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India’s Nuclear Ambitions Unabated 

By USMAN ALI KHAN* 

 

Photo: Truck-mounted Missiles on display at the IDEAS 2008 defence exhibition in Karachi, Pakistan Credit: Wikimedia Commons 

KARACHI - As the world seeks to shrink global stockpiles 
of nuclear weapons, India continues to modernise its arse-
nal which increases Pakistan’s security dilemmas, compel-
ling it to respond appropriately. Much alarm has been 
raised in the West about Pakistan’s enhancement of its nu-
clear capability and depicted this as a mindless, irrational 
drive motivated by the unbridled ambitions of the nuclear 
scientific-military lobby, which is far from reality. This has 
been in play against Pakistan but no one cares what India 
does. The links between nuclear power and nuclear weap-
ons go back to the very beginning of the development of 
atomic energy. Over time the nature and strength of these 
links have varied. 

A recent statement published in THE HINDU on, October 
31, 2013 by Indian Atomic Energy Chairman R.K. Sinha 
that “India will continue its nuclear programme without 
any interruption, irrespective of decisions taken by other 
countries and there is no reason to follow Germany, Japan 
which are cutting down on nuclear energy.” 

One needs to understand that Nuclear Reactors Create the 
Material and Technological Expertise to Make Nuclear 
Weapons. Also Civilian nuclear programs have led to the 
proliferation of nuclear weapons in India. India’s nuclear 
program began in 1960 with a research reactor provided 
by Canada and run with heavy water supplied by the 
United States. According to the New York Times, American 

technicians trained Indian scientists to reprocess pluto-
nium from the radioactive fuel. Indians then used the plu-
tonium for a nuclear bomb in 1974. The Indian govern-
ment called the use of this nuclear device “a peaceful nu-
clear explosion”. 

Also India’s refusal to allow safeguards to eight of 22 
power reactors (existing or under construction) in the 
framework of the agreement between the U.S. and India 
strongly indicates that power reactors play a direct role in 
the nuclear weapons program of India. 

The global nuclear industry has learned its lessons from 
the Fukushima nuclear plant accident in Japan in 2011 and 
can look to the future with “confidence and optimism” but 
India is still bent on increasing its hegemonic design to 
outside world with nuclear ambitions. India is seeking to 
exploit the advantages of its much larger size, rapidly ex-
panding economy, and burgeoning “global strategic part-
nership” with the U.S. to greatly expand and modernize its 
military—both conventional and nuclear forces. As dis-
cussed above that they started their civilian programme 
from CIRUS reactor with the technology provided by both 
U.S and Canada, converted it for the production of weap-
ons naming it as a peaceful nuclear explosion. Therefore 
India’s continuous enhancement for nuclear appetite 
clearly shows that the Indian nuclear programme will 
never remain peaceful.  
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Also it is said in the same published news by R.K. Sinha 
that: We have been pursuing our nuclear programme on 
our own. We are in the process of establishing new nuclear 
power plants across India, without being dependent on 
any foreign country. There is no question of following 
them and halting our nuclear programme which is also a 
clear contradiction from a statement of their own when 
they have deals on nuclear energy with half a dozen coun-
try. 

The international community will have to dig in as to what 
extent their nuclear ambitions are? Isn’t it a mischief that 
India tested its first nuclear device in May 1974 and now 
has full capabilities of the nuclear fuel cycle under the de-
vise of civilian nuclear technology?  

It is beyond the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons (NPT) Treaty and the Comprehensive Test Ban 
Treaty (CTBT) and still remains outside of these regimes. 
However, India has a facility-specific safeguards agree-
ment in place with the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) and a waiver from the Nuclear Suppliers 
Group (NSG) allowing it to participate in global civilian nu-
clear technology commerce. 

A country that instigated arms race in this Asian region 
since 50’s and still giving such irresponsible statements 
when super powers like U.S and Russia are heading for 
Global Zero albeit at a snail’s pace? A country who stole 
Canadian-supplied fuel for research and generating power 
to make nuclear weapons under the disguise for civilian 

nuclear technology and giving statements like they have 
been pursuing their nuclear programme at their own? 
Where there is no long-term radioactive waste disposal? A 
country having nuclear deal but yet hasn’t fulfilled nuclear 
liability law? Where demonstrators block roads in solidar-
ity with kudunkulam protestors? Are the lives and future 
of the Indian lives inferior to all this? Aren’t such state-
ments showing that the nuclear industry is run by unreli-
able and fanatic elements in India?  

And also the shocking aspect of Daily Mail’s reports is that 
some Indian nuclear scientists are reportedly assisting 
Naxal rebels to learn to utilise and transport uranium. Isn’t 
it a serious concern to think on if and only if they are work-
ing on civilian nuclear technology? 

Simple answers to all these are that not only North Korean 
and Iranian nuclear programmes are a concern, but the 
worry should be the rate of proliferation everywhere. Nu-
clear sales may benefit the corporate bottom line but the 
spread of nuclear technology and ultimately nuclear weap-
ons undermines the security of the planet. 

*Usman Ali Khan is a graduate of Defence and Strategic 
Studies. The area of interests are Dynamics of nuclear pro-
liferation, Tactical nuclear weapons, Disarmament, South 
Asia and Middle Eastern regional politics. The writer fre-
quently writes on different national and international 
newspapers. The views expressed are the author’s own. 
[Source: eurasiareview.com] 

 

 

India Says Domestic Plant Operators Can Limit Global Nuclear Suppliers' Liability 

By VIKAS DHOOT | Econmic Times India 
http://articles.economictimes.indiatimes.com/2013-11-19/news/44242443_1_indian-nuclear-liability-law-canada-

india-business-council-montek-singh-ahluwalia 

TORONTO: To allay global nuclear suppliers' fears about India's nuclear liability laws that have deterred potential inves-
tors, the country is now telling the world's nuclear industry that the domestic plant operator can limit the amount as well 
as duration of the liability that accrues to foreign suppliers. Planning Commission deputy chairman Montek Singh 
Ahluwalia, a close associate of Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, conveyed this interpretation of the 2010 nuclear liability 
law in a meeting with Canada's industry leaders late last month (October). 

The Congress-led United Progressive Alliance had worked overtime in its first innings to secure a new nuclear coopera-
tion regime after decades of global isolation, but it has been unable to jumpstart its massive nuclear power agenda as 
vendors from around the world have stopped in their tracks over what they have labelled as unviable liability laws. 

Ahluwalia worked closely with Singh in negotiating the tricky terrains of economic diplomacy around the Indo-US nuclear 
deal. His clarifications to global nuclear vendors could, therefore, be seen as the government's last-gasp attempt to get 
some traction for nuclear energy. Singh has held a high-level dialogue with his counterparts in Russia and the US, where 
the liability law's implications have figured prominently. 

"The Planning Commission deputy chairperson Montek Singh Ahluwalia said that the Indian Nuclear Liability Law in-
cludes a provision that allows the plant operator in India to limit, in both amount and duration, the liability that the 
operator can pass through to suppliers so that the liability is bounded and therefore, insurable," a Canadian industry 
official aware of the development told ET.  

http://www.nuclearabolition.net/
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/economy/policy/india-says-domestic-plant-operators-can-limit-global-nuclear-suppliers-liability/articleshow/26004765.cms
http://www.dailymailnews.com/dmsp0204/13-0410.htm
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/Planning%20Commission
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/Manmohan%20Singh
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/tricky
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/Indo-US%20nuclear%20deal
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/Indo-US%20nuclear%20deal
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/Montek%20Singh%20Ahluwalia
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/topic/Indian%20Nuclear%20Liability%20Law


Visit <> http://www.ipsnews.net/news/projects/nuclear-weapons/ Visit <> http://www.nuclearabolition.info 
 

 

BEYOND NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION 
NEWSLETTER FOR STRENGTHENING AWARENESS OF NUCLEAR ABOLITION  

WITH NOVEMBER-DECEMBER 2013 ARTICLES 
 

 
Page 19  

 
What Others Say 
 

The Iranian Nuclear Question: China’s Perspective 

By MU CHUNSHAN 

http://thediplomat.com/2013/11/the-iranian-nuclear-question-chinas-perspective/ 

In the West, both scholars and ordinary people are curious about China’s perspective on the Iran nuclear issue. I have 
followed the debates over Iran’s nuclear program for more than eight years and can provide some insight as to China’s 
stance. 

To be honest, the average Chinese person is not overly 
concerned about the Iran nuclear issue for two reasons. 
First, Iran is relatively far away from China and the two 
countries have few cooperative activities. Meanwhile, 
there are many topics closer to home that attract the at-
tention of Chinese people: the North Korean nuclear issue, 
the dispute between China and Japan over the Diaoyu Is-
lands, disputes between China and ASEAN countries over 
territories in the South China Sea, and the strategic chess 
match between China and the United States in the Asia-Pa-
cific region. Accordingly, the issue of Iran has not been one 
of the top five international issues in the eyes of the aver-
age Chinese. Second, over the past few decades, China has 
paid insufficient attention to its diplomacy with the Middle 
East. Iran in particular has never been considered as one 
of the top three targets of diplomacy by the Chinese Minis-
try of Foreign Affairs. 

To provide an interesting example, at the same time that 
the international community and Iran were holding talks 
in Geneva, the Third Plenum of the 18th Communist Party 
of China Central Committee was going on in Beijing. Alt-
hough the United States, France, Russia and other major 
powers sent ministers to attend the Geneva talks, Wang Yi, 
the Chinese Foreign Minister, stayed in Beijing due to his 
responsibilities as a member of the Central Committee. 
China only sent other senior diplomats to attend the meet-
ing alongside the great powers’ foreign ministers. This dis-
crepancy reflects China’s role in the Iran nuclear issue. 

I would argue that although China hasn’t been a strong 
voice on the Iran nuclear issue, it is one of the beneficiar-
ies. For example, when Western countries imposed sanc-
tions against Iran due to concerns over its nuclear pro-
gram, Chinese oil companies were able to win bids for de-
veloping large oil fields in Iran. While others seek a solu-
tion for the Iran nuclear issue, China is able to attempt to 
secure its own national interests. 

It should be noted that, after the Third Plenum, China in-
creased its attention to the negotiations over Iran’s nu-
clear program. China has been sending higher-level offi-
cials to participate. After the Third Plenum ended, China’s 
Vice Foreign Minister Li Baodong led a delegation to par-
ticipate in the ongoing negotiations. Though not the For-
eign Minister, Li Baodong previously served as the Chinese 

ambassador to the UN and was present when the UN 
passed resolutions declaring sanctions against Iran. Li is 
very familiar with the Iranian nuclear issue, and is a suita-
ble candidate for the talks in terms of both ability and rank. 

In another sign of increased Chinese interest, China and 
Iran have had frequent interactions recently. Iran’s new 
president Hassan Rouhani held in-depth meetings with 
Chinese President Xi Jinping at the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organization Summit. Iran’s influential Speaker Ali Lari-
jani just visited China, where he agreed to strengthen co-
operation with China in oil and other fields. These high-
level exchanges between China and Iran best represent the 
countries’ intention to further develop the bilateral rela-
tionship as well as Iran’s approval of China’s position on 
the Iranian nuclear issue. 

In fact, President Hassan Rouhani took the initiative to dis-
cuss the nuclear issue with Xi Jinping, which was unprece-
dented. The move showed that Rouhani values China’s role 
in the talks. It also proves that China is becoming increas-
ingly proactive on the Iranian nuclear issue. 

According to official statements, China’s position on Iran is 
as follows: First, “Iran is entitled to peaceful use of nuclear 
energy, and should honor its international obligations.” 
Second, “Final settlement of the Iran nuclear issue should 
depend on dialogue, negotiation and other means of coop-
eration.” Third, “China does not favor unilateral sanctions 
against Iran.” In a nutshell, China believes the following: 
Iran may carry out limited uranium enrichment activities, 
the Iranian nuclear issue should not lead to war, and the 
unilateral sanctions by Western countries on Iranian oil 
and other products have affected China’s interests. In 
other words, avoiding war and ensuring energy security 
are China’s fundamental interests when it comes to Iran. 

China recently held a high-level meeting devoted to “pe-
ripheral diplomacy.” Although Iran is not a peripheral 
neighbor of China, it can be seen as China’s “great neigh-
bor”. This “great neighbor” concept applies to countries 
not bordering on China, but that share important political, 
economic, and other strategic interests with China. Such 
countries are priorities for China’s “great neighbor diplo-
macy” (as long as they are not too far away from China).  
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China could implement “great neighbor diplomacy” with 
Iran by relying on the “New Silk Road Economic Zone,” a 
concept presented by Xi Jinping during his September visit 
to Central Asia. This economic belt is conceived of as start-
ing along the Pacific coast in the east and running to the 
Baltic Sea in the west, thus connecting China, Central Asia, 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iran, Russia and even Eastern Eu-
rope. Iran is an important node on the economic belt. In 
the future, this could mean that exchanges between China 
and Iran in energy and other aspects will be even 
smoother.  

Of course, these plans are dependent on the easing of ten-
sions in Iran, including a balanced solution for the Iran nu-
clear issue. Because of China’s plans for this major inter-
national cooperative zone, it’s natural for China to hold 
fast to its anti-war stance on the Iran nuclear issue and 
safeguard its bottom line to ensure energy security. 

Western media speculated that an agreement over the Iran 
nuclear issue might take two steps. First, Iran will be al-
lowed to carry out limited uranium enrichment activities 

during a transition period, while Western countries begin 
to ease sanctions. Second, at the end of the transition pe-
riod, Iran’s uranium enrichment plan should be put under 
international supervision, making it absolutely impossible 
for Iran to produce nuclear weapons, and Western sanc-
tions will be gradually relieved. The actual deal, as de-
scribed by The Diplomat’s Zachary Keck and Ankit Panda, 
does include these elements. 

This “ice-breaking” resolution on the Iranian nuclear issue 
reflects China’s basic position and fully satisfies China’s 
national interests. Over the years, China’s role in the nego-
tiation process with Iran has been overshadowed by the 
Western powers and Russia. While China’s part has been 
vague, this actually means that China profits most from the 
final result. China has achieved its interests with little dip-
lomatic effort. 

In particular, China has repeatedly stressed the avoidance 
of war, which has been fully realized so far. Iran and the 
West have moved beyond the tense, Cold War-like atmos-
phere of the Ahmadinejad era. Now engagement and dia-
logue are the guiding actions for the various parties. Unlike 
some hawkish Western politicians, China has always 
firmly opposed war, as conflict between the West and Iran 
could have a tremendous impact on China’s energy secu-
rity. China’s anti-war stance abets Iran’s friendly attitude 
towards China and strengthens Iran’s energy cooperation 
with China. This is enough to safeguard China’s energy in-
terests in Iran. The recent negotiations over the Iran nu-
clear issue have ensured desirable results for China. 

By contrast, it seems impossible for Western countries to 
completely stop Iran’s uranium enrichment, much less 
overthrow the Iranian regime. But it’s very likely that the 
Iranian nuclear program could be put under international 
supervision. As a result, we may come to the basic conclu-
sion that an agreement on the Iranian nuclear issue will 
benefit all parties — and China will profit the most. [The 
Diplomat | November 27, 2013]  

 

Will Iran Follow Pyongyang's Path Of Broken Promises? 

By GILES HEWITT  
http://www.middle-east-online.com/english/?id=62879 

SEOUL [Middle East Online] Critics of the deal to cap Iran's 
nuclear programme say it repeats mistakes made with 
North Korea, but analysts say there is little to suggest Teh-
ran will follow Pyongyang's path of broken promises to a 
nuclear bomb. Under the agreement sealed in Geneva on 
Sunday, Iran undertook to brake its nuclear drive for the 
next six months in exchange for limited sanctions relief. 

Republican dissenters in the US Congress warned that 
Tehran was borrowing from Pyongyang's well-worn play-

book, buying time and financial largesse with false prom-
ises that ultimately led to North Korea's first nuclear test 
in 2006. 

On the surface there are similarities that go beyond Iran 
and North Korea's joint billing with Iraq in former US pres-
ident George W. Bush's "axis of evil". Albeit to varying de-
grees, both are autocratic, diplomatically isolated, sanc-
tions-laden nations with a shared history of long-term en-
mity with the United States and a desire for nuclear lever-
age.  

 

http://www.nuclearabolition.net/
http://thediplomat.com/2013/10/chinas-pivot-west/
http://thediplomat.com/2013/10/chinas-pivot-west/
http://thediplomat.com/2013/11/the-iran-nuclear-deal-as-seen-from-asia/
http://thediplomat.com/2013/11/the-iran-nuclear-deal-as-seen-from-asia/
http://thediplomat.com/2013/11/the-congressional-threat-to-an-iran-deal/
http://thediplomat.com/2013/11/the-congressional-threat-to-an-iran-deal/


Visit <> http://www.ipsnews.net/news/projects/nuclear-weapons/ Visit <> http://www.nuclearabolition.info 
 

 

BEYOND NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION 
NEWSLETTER FOR STRENGTHENING AWARENESS OF NUCLEAR ABOLITION  

WITH NOVEMBER-DECEMBER 2013 ARTICLES 
 

 
Page 21  

What Others Say 
 
In North Korea's case, a series 
of aid-for-denuclearisation 
agreements over the past 20 
years have fallen apart, and 
Pyongyang is openly develop-
ing weapons on all fronts fol-
lowing its third and largest nu-
clear test in February this year. 

But many analysts believe sug-
gestions that Iran will inevita-
bly follow the same path ignore 
key social, structural and geo-
political differences. 

The core difference for Stephan Haggard, a North Korea 
expert at the University of California, is the "observable 
shift" in Iran's government with the election in June of 
Hassan Rouhani as president. 

Rouhani's reputation as a moderate, and his desire to 
move from confrontation to engagement, made the nego-
tiated deal with Tehran worth risking, said Haggard. 

"Nothing similar is visible in North Korea" he added. 

Since the young Kim Jong-Un came to power in December 
2011 -- the third generation of the Kim dynasty that has 
ruled the country with an iron fist since the 1950s -- North 
Korea has enshrined its nuclear statehood in its constitu-
tion and vowed it will never negotiate its atomic weapons 
away. 

Iran's economic stake is also far greater than any taken by 
North Korea in its nuclear agreements -- a fact that experts 
say should help bind Tehran to the terms of the Geneva 
deal. 

Sanctions have ravaged an Iranian economy that was pre-
viously relatively well-integrated with the international 
trading system, in a country that has a well-educated mid-
dle class and memories of far better times in the recent 
past. 

The North Korean economy has been isolated and mori-
bund for decades and the Kim regime has shown it can 
maintain its grip on power while imposing enormous eco-
nomic hardship on its harshly controlled people. 

"The cost and benefit decision presented to Tehran was 
and is very clear," said Paul Carroll, programme director at 
the Ploughshares Fund, a US-based global security founda-
tion. 

"The North Korea security cal-
culus is tilted the other way -- 
it's worth the pain to get a 
weapon," Carroll said. 

"And also Iran lacks the kind of 
support the North has tradition-
ally got from China, that al-
lowed Pyongyang to feel 'this 
hurts, but Beijing has our 
back'," he added. 

Critics of the Geneva deal point 
to the 1994 "Agreed Frame-
work" that Bill Clinton's US ad-

ministration signed with North Korea. 

At that time, the similarities with Iran were more striking. 
North Korea, like Iran now, had yet to conduct a nuclear 
test and was still a member of the non-proliferation treaty 
(NPT). 

The 1994 agreement eventually broke down amid mutual 
accusations of non-compliance, but non-proliferation ex-
perts say the Geneva accord -- even as an interim deal -- is 
stronger for its tough inspection regime. 

Iran agreed to daily site inspections by experts from the 
UN nuclear watchdog IAEA, which will also monitor imple-
mentation of the agreement. 

"In the case of North Korea, the IAEA had limited access to 
just one facility," said Daryl Kimball, executive director of 
the Arms Control Association. 

"Iran, by contrast, has committed to very intrusive inspec-
tions at a wider range of facilities across its entire nuclear 
landscape," Kimball said. 

If there is no reason for Iran to follow North Korea's nu-
clear path, most experts also believe it is unlikely that the 
Geneva deal might trigger a similar agreement with 
Pyongyang. 

Unlike Iran, North Korea has a nuclear bomb, and the Kim 
regime sees a nuclear deterrent as the guarantor of its sur-
vival. 

"North Korea is well aware of the difference between its 
own case and the Iranian case and will not give up its nu-
clear programme," said Paik Hak-Soon of the Sejong Insti-
tute think tank in Seoul. [November 27, 2013]  
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Israel, Iran And The Bomb 

By AVI BEN-HUR 

The dramatic news flash on the 24th of November heralded the signing of an interim agreement between the U.S. and 
Iran. Without going into the details, the deal eases some of the international economic pressure on Iran while beginning 
a process of slowly rolling back its nuclear program as it relates to military applications. 

For some time now, Israel has been concerned that Iran's 
nuclear program's primary goal is to achieve the capability 
and capacity of creating atomic weapons. Since Iran has 
been speaking about the need to "eliminate" the Zionist 
entity for several years, this aforementioned program is 
deemed as having Israel in its sights. In short, Israel per-
ceives a nuclear Iran as an existential threat. In this con-
text, Prime Minister Netanyahu has made great efforts to 
get the international community to take significant 
measures to prevent Iran from realizing its goals. The 
heavy economic sanctions regime was set in place by the 
U.S. administration, partly due to the Israeli PM's exer-
tions. 

The United States has led the international pressure on 
Iran partially as a response to Israeli pressure, but also be-
cause a nuclear Iran is deemed as a regional threat and one 
that can spell trouble not only for the Middle East, but also 
for Europe and perhaps in the future, the U.S. It is recog-
nized that there is no love lost between the majority Sunni 
states in the Middle East and the Iranian Shiite regime. 
Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Turkey -- all Sunni entities -- 
would not remain silent in the face of a nuclear Iran. Given 
an Iranian bomb, it is clear that nuclear proliferation in the 
Middle East would become a common goal of its adver-
saries. Since some of the aforementioned regimes are un-
stable, it is worrisome to think of their attaining nuclear 
weapons. There is also the issue of non-state actors such 
as Hezbollah, Al Qaeda and other Islamic Fundamentalist 
groups getting their hands on weapons of mass destruc-
tion. The assumption is that these entities would have 
fewer constraints on using nuclear weapons on Western 
civilian targets. 

From an Israeli perspective, a nuclear Iran would pose sev-
eral serious problems, the first one potentially existential. 
Although Israel maintains a policy of nuclear ambiguity, it 
is common knowledge that it possesses a significant nu-
clear arsenal. For some time now, Israel also has report-
edly gained "second strike capability" in the guise of four 
very sophisticated diesel-powered submarines -- supplied 
by Germany -- with two more on the way in coming years. 
Still, Israel sees itself as a "one bomb" country, meaning 
that one well-placed nuclear hit could kill large segments 
of the population and industry

(some 50 percent of Israel's population and infrastructure 
are located along the narrow coastal plain between Gadera 
and Hadera). But, beyond a direct nuclear confrontation, a 
nuclear Iran would give it a shield that would enable it to 
fight proxy wars with Israel without the fear of being at-
tacked in return. Nuclear proliferation in the Middle East 
could potentially make weapons of mass destruction ac-
cessible to unstable regimes and from there perhaps into 
the hands of extremist Islamic groups that could target Is-
rael and other Western countries. 

One of the unanswerable questions is Israel's military abil-
ity to prevent a nuclear Iran. On the one hand, if Israel had 
the capacity to stop the program, the time to have done it 
would have been in the Bush era. On the other hand, as 
Iran has inched closer and closer to achieving its goals, the 
Israeli military has been preparing itself in the event a pre-
ventive strike became necessary. An Israeli operation 
would need to be precise, on target and would be a one-
shot deal. This means that Israeli pilots have probably 
done practice runs so many times that they could imple-
ment their orders with a precision that would see little or 
no error. Regarding the means, only the Israeli military 
knows whether or not they possess the munitions to put 
the multiple Iranian nuclear sites out of commission. 

Still, it is unclear that a successful Israeli action against 
Iran would bring the desired effect. Even if Israeli war-
planes knocked out all of its targets, bringing its pilots 
home safely, the cost of the operation could outweigh its 
benefits. Beyond a military response that could entail bar-
rages of rockets fired from Iran, Syria and Lebanon (Hez-
bollah) on Israeli civilian and economic targets, Iran could 
interdict the flow of oil from the Gulf to the rest of the 
world. Sinking a few ships that would block sea-lines and 
the export of oil from the Middle East to Europe, the U.S. 
and Asia would be unpreventable. It could cause a spike in 
gas prices which would be blamed on the Israeli operation 
against Iran. Even without an Iranian action that would be 
painful to Europe or the U.S., an Israeli attack on Iranian 
nuclear installations would destroy the deal that has just 
been concluded. It is plausible to expect a sharp and un-
pleasant response by the deal's signatories that could set 
Israel back economically and diplomatically. [November 
25, 2013] 

Read more at: 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/avi-benhur/israel-iran-and-the-bomb_b_4335626.html for full article. 
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A Nuclear Threat Far Greater Than Iran 

By IRA HELFAND 

Ira Helfand is co-president of International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War and a past president of the organ-
ization's U.S. affiliate, Physicians for Social Responsibility. He is the author of the report "Nuclear Famine: Two Billion People 
at Risk?"  

(CNN) -- The world is focused on forging a durable agreement to prevent Iran from developing a single nuclear weapon. 
While critically important, these efforts ignore a far greater danger: the thousands of weapons that already exist. 

There are today more than 17,000 
nuclear warheads, an ongoing exis-
tential threat to human survival that 
has largely been ignored since the 
Cold War ended two decades ago. 
And, unlike Iran, there are no compa-
rable negotiations under way to deal 
with these far more dangerous arse-
nals. 

In fact, the humanitarian consequences of even a limited 
nuclear war, such as a conflict in South Asia between India 
and Pakistan, involving just 100 Hiroshima-size bombs -- 
less than 0.5% of the world's nuclear arsenal -- would put 
2 billion people's lives and well-being at risk. 

The local effects would be devastating. More than 20 mil-
lion people would be dead in a week from the explosions, 
firestorms and immediate radiation effects. But the global 
consequences would be far worse. 

The firestorms caused by this war would loft 5 million tons 
of soot high into the atmosphere, blocking out sunlight and 
dropping temperatures across the planet. This climate dis-
ruption would cause a sharp, worldwide decline in food 
production. There would be a 12% decline in U.S. corn pro-
duction and a 15% decline in Chinese rice production, both 
lasting for a full decade. A staggering 31% decline in Chi-
nese winter wheat production would also last for 10 years. 

The resulting global famine would put at risk 870 million 
people in the developing world who are already malnour-
ished today, and 300 million people living in countries de-
pendent on food imports. 

In addition, the huge shortfalls in Chinese food production 
would threaten another 1.3 billion people within China. At 
the very least there would be a decade of social and eco-
nomic chaos in the largest country in the world, home to 
the world's second largest and most dynamic economy 
and a large nuclear arsenal of its own. 

A nuclear war of comparable size anywhere in the world 
would produce the same global impact. By way of compar-
ison, each U.S. Trident submarine commonly carries 96 

warheads, each of which is 10 to 30 
times more powerful than the weap-
ons used in the South Asia scenario. 
That means a single submarine can 
cause the devastation of a nuclear 
famine many times over. 

The United States has 14 of these 
submarines, plus land-based mis-
siles and a fleet of strategic bombers. 

The Russian arsenal has the same incredible overkill ca-
pacity. Two decades after the Cold War, nuclear weapons 
are ill-suited to meet modern threats and cost hundreds of 
billions of dollars to maintain. 

There is a growing global movement to prevent such a ca-
tastrophe. In 2011, the International Red Cross and Red 
Crescent Movement called for its national societies to ed-
ucate the public about these humanitarian consequences 
and called for the abolition of nuclear weapons. 

Seventeen nations issued a joint statement in May 2012 on 
the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons that called 
for their total elimination. By this fall the number rose to 
125 nations. 

The international community should continue to take 
practical steps to prevent additional countries from ac-
quiring nuclear weapons. But this effort to prevent prolif-
eration must be matched by real progress to eliminate the 
far greater danger posed by the vast arsenals that already 
exist. 

Simply put, the only way to eliminate the threat of nuclear 
war or risk of an accidental launch or mishap is to elimi-
nate nuclear weapons. 

This past year the majority of the world's nations attended 
a two-day conference in Oslo, Norway, on the humanitar-
ian consequences of nuclear war. The United States and 
the other major nuclear powers would not attend this 
meeting. There will be an important follow-up meeting in 
Mexico in February. America should lead nuclear weapons 
states in attending and embrace the call to eliminate nu-
clear weapons. [December 10, 2013]  
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