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FOREWORD

No "business
as usual’

By Lassina Zerbo
Executive Secretary
of the CTBTO

WHAT IS NEWSROOM?

NEWSROOM is a periodical produced
by members of the CTBTO Youth Group
(CYG) in which to inform and argue for
the CTBT’s entry into force — and to ex-
plore how to frame and enlarge the de-
bate about nuclear non-proliferation and
nuclear disarmament.

Surprisingly, given their existential
nature, astronomical costs and current
rising tensions, public discussion about
nuclear weapons tends to be tongue-tied.

The CYG newsroom project and its
production of this magazine can make
a difference by exploring ways to spark
and sustain public conversation about
the importance of the CTBT in address-
ing nuclear dangers.

The CTBTO serves not only as a mod-
el for arms control. By providing a plat-
form, such as Newsroom, for the young
women and men in its Youth Group it
is promoting greater understanding of
nuclear risks, dangers and the remedies
available to meet them, amplifying their
voices to be heard around the world.

tis an old cliché that young peo-
ple are the leaders of tomorrow.
In fact, they are already the lead-
ers of today, taking matters into
their own hands, leading the way
into a future they would like to
inherit.

This realization led me in 2016 to estab-
lish the CTBTO Youth Group - a network
of engaged and interested
young academics, scientists,
diplomats, and journalists
who all share a common de-
sire to see a world free from
nuclear tests - and hopefully
free from nuclear weapons - in their life-
time.

This network has grown over the past
two years to over 400 participants from all
regions of the world. Youth Group mem-
bers participate in and support CTBTO
events, they lead policy discussions, or-
ganize workshops, raise awareness in
their communities, interact with senior
experts, and publish their thoughts and
proposals in various media channels.
They are the embodiment of the old say-
ing “think global, act local”.

With so much at stake - the future of
our planet, no less — we cannot afford to
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Think global,
actlocal.

continue with “business as usual” but
need to break free of the constraints of
the current debate. We need the passion
and energy of our young leaders to inject
new ideas and new life into the global
effort to ban nuclear tests for ever, an ef-
fort that has been in a holding pattern for
too long, and is certainly a%fecting any
progress in disarmament.

I am inspired by these young
people who so passionately
and eloquently make a case
for our joint cause: a legally
binding global ban on nucle-
ar testing. Their dedication
makes me hopeful that we will prevail
in the end, that they will finish what we
started and achieve the ultimate goal: a
nuclear weapons free world.
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Eroding trust
1n multilateral
arms control

Implications of US withdrawal

from the Iran deal

Marco Verch, www.flickr.com/photos/149561324@N03/36516271024, CC BY 2.0

By Névine Schepers
Research analyst at the
International Institute for
Strategic Studies (IISS)
London

n 8 May 2018, President
Trump withdrew the United
States from the Joint Com-
rehensive Plan of Action
JCPOA), more commonly
known as the Iran nucle-
ar deal. This follows months of uncer-
tainty regarding the deal’s future, when
US allies on both sides of the spectrum
have tried to convince Trump of either
the merits or shortcomings of the agree-
ment. Ultimately, keeping a campaign
promise proved to be t{le winning driver
of his decision
In response, Iran's President Rouhani
has stated Iran will remain, for now, a
party to the agreement while emphasis-
ing that the remaining signatories need
to clarify their positions and guarantee
that Iran’s interests are secured. This puts
the ball firmly in Europe’s court with a
fast approaching deadline. The United
States will begin reimposing secondary
sanctions on non-US companies that en-
gage in trade with Iran taking effect on 6
August or 4 November (2018) depending
on the type of activity.
As a result, Europeans will need to
take steps to protect their companies

[AEA: STRICT VERIFICATION AND MONITORING MEASURES
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currently doing business with Iran from
hefty American fines while encourag-
ing further trade and investment with
Tehran, without which Iran would have
no reason to remain in the agreement.
These measures include negotiating ex-
emptions for EU companies, providing
alternatives to US dollar financing and
enforcing blocking regulations to coun-
ter US sanctions’ extraterritorial reach.
The next few weeks will therefore be
key in determining what direction Iran
will take. While conservative voices in
the Islamic regime have been embold-
ened by Trump’s decision and public
opinion is calling for retaliation, Iran’s
economy would suffer greatly if Tran re-
sponded to the US violation of the JCPOA
in kind. Already, inflation, unemploy-
ment and currency instability are taking
their toll on the Iranian population.
Ensuring that Iran continues to ben-
efit from the JCPOA might be enough to
safeguard the agreement, but these ben-
efits will be slow to materialise and may
not be sufficient to appease conservative
factions for whom the US withdrawal is
a clear win. President Rouhani is already
facing a backlash from hardliners who
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HE HAS PLACED THE BALL IN EUROPE'S COURT

never supported the deal and have now
every incentive to ensure it does not last
for much longer.

By withdrawing from the agreement,
thereby becoming the first party to vio-
late the JCPOA, President Trump has cast
a lot of uncertainty on the future of mul-
tilateral arms control, especially on the
role played by the US in leading such ef-
forts. His decision undermines the credi-
bility and legitimacy of the US as a cham-
pion of non-proliferation causes.

The JCPOA's effectiveness at limiting
Iran’s nuclear programme is only pos-
sible because of strict verification and
monitoring measures exercised by the
International Atomic Energy Agency
(TAEA). As far as arms control agree-
ments go, the JCPOA's verification re-
gime is solid. More importantly though,
it was meant to serve as a buﬂdSiZHg block
to establish trust between all signatories.
Even if the JCPOA survives, trust will be
much harder to restore, both between
negotiating parties and in multilateral
arms control.

Siegfried Hecker of the Center for In-
ternational Security and Cooperation at
Stanford University cited the example
of previous nuclear negotiations with
North Korea to illustrate this concern:
“When President George W. Bush walked
away from what he considered a deeply
flawed Clinton administration nuclear
deal with North Korea in late 2002, his
administration was not prepared for the
consequences,” he said. The resulting
breakgown of negotiations led to the de-
velopment, full-speed ahead, of North

Korea’s nuclear and missile programme
with which the current administration is
dealing today.

Scuttling the JCPOA will also impact
on Iran’s involvement in other arms
control agreements. Further initiatives
to encourage Iran to take a more active
part in international non-proliferation
efforts will be difficult. This includes
signing and ratifying the Comprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty, for which Iran is an An-
nex 2 State, meaning it is one of 44 states
whose signature and ratification is need-
ed for the treaty to enter into force.

Repairing the damage
done to international
non-proliferation efforts
will take years.

Furthermore, given the current ex-
pansion programme of the Bushehr nu-
clear power plant, it is important to note
that Iran is still not a signatory to various
nuclear safety and security instruments
such as the Convention on Nuclear Safe-
tﬁ’ the Nuclear Terrorism Convention or
the Convention on the Physical Protec-
tion of Nuclear Material and its amend-
ment. The European Union has been
actively engaging Iran in matters of civ-
il nuclear cooperation, committing five
million euros for various nuclear safety
projects.
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The future of such efforts and for
greater nuclear cooperation in the region
is also at stake. If the deal falls apart, not
only will the TAEA be restricted in its
access to existing facilities, but any at-
tempts at making the Iranian civil nucle-
ar program safer and more secure would
likely be suppressed.

For now, the JCPOA still stands and
the task of ensuring it continues to stand
largely falls on European states’ shoul-
ders. Solving the more pressing issues
affecting the Iranian economy could
secure its survival, but repairing the
damage done to international non-pro-
liferation efforts will take years. Beyond
the immediate diplomatic crisis Trump’s
decision has caused, the US withdrawal
from the JCPOA has eroded the trust in
multilateral arms control solutions.

Névine Schepers is a research analyst at
the International Institute for Strategic
Studies’ (IISS) Non-Proliferation and Nu-
clear Policy Programme in London. She
contributes to the programme’s work on
Iran and the geopolitics of nuclear ener-
gy. Previously, she worked for VERTIC
and IB Consultancy on nuclear verifica-
tion and CBRNe preparedness issues.

hald_Trump_ (2595370501

tps:/commons.wikime
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Why the United
States should

return to the
JCPOA

By Joel Obengo
Administrator at
Kenyatta University
Nairobi, Kenya

he development of civilian nuclear technology in

Iran started in 1957 under US President Dwight

Eisenhower's Atoms for Peace initiative with the

intention of providing energy security and freeing

up its oil for export. It was believed that under the
programme, countries could accelerate their industrializa-
tion. However, the dual use nature of nuclear technology later
led to the suspicion that Iran may have been using it to pursue
military aims, leading western countries to isolate Iran inter-
nationally.

Driven by domestic and international politics in western
capitals and in Iran, efforts were made by the US, Europe, Rus-
sia and China to persuade Iran to join an independent and ver-
ifiable monitoring framework. On 14 July 2015, China, France,
Germany, the Russian Federation, the United Kingdom, the
United States of America, together with the High Represent-
ative of the European Union for Foreign Affairs and Security
Policy (a group also known as E3/EU+3), and Iran agreed on
the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA), which has
the sole aim of rolling back Iran’s nuclear enrichment pro-
gramme.

Why the USA could not honour the JCPOA

Even though US President Donald Trump assumed office at a
time of serious threat to the global nuclear non-proliferation

"I think the president has
to say that this deal re-
mains a strategic mistake
for the United States."”
John Bolton

regime, particularly on the Korean Peninsula and in the Mid-
dle East, the fate of the JCPOA hangs in the balance following
his memorandum of 8 May 2018, announcing US withdrawal
from the agreement.

Recent appointments of Mike Pompeo and John Bolton to
key positions in the US administration, with responsibility for
driving the country’s national security agenda, had already
pointed to a policy change in Washington with regard to the
agreement. Both John Bolton and Mike Pompeo had publicly
advocated for tearing it up and at times have called for regime
change in Tehran.
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TEARIT UP, BOLTON SAYS.

On one such occasion, at a “Free Iran” gathering in Paris
in July 2017, Bolton reportedly said in a speech: “This deal is
not a treaty, but in treaties often there's a provision for a 90-day
or 180-day notice of withdrawal. [...] I think the president has
to say that this deal remains a strategic mistake for the United
States, it was a bad deal when we entered into it, it's a bad deal
today, we should get out of it.”

Likely regional fallout

The new US defence strategy of 2017 identifies the Middle
East as a region faced with the resurgence of competition
between the great powers - the key players being the US,
Russia and China. Tt identified Iran as the greatest threat to
the US and her allies in the region. China competes in the
sphere of commerce; Russia and the US in the domain of
geopolitics; and Iran engages in a charm offensive for “near
abroad influence.” A ballistic missile capability is seen as a
tool to secure influence.

The US and Iran are involved, either directly or by proxy,
in conflicts in Middle Eastern countries, such as Syria and

Yemen. Iran possibly is realigning itself with Russia and
China to frustrate western interests in the Middle East and
beyond. Among other charges, it is accused of antipathy
towards Israel; support for groups, such as Hamas and He-
zebollah, categorized by the US as terrorist organizations;
the mistreatment of critical voices in its society; and of
sup%orting the Assad regime in Syria.

Should there be a direct military confrontation between
the US and Iran, it may draw in Russia, NATO countries, as
well as Israel and Saudi Arabia. This will lead to turmoil
in the entire region, with the net effect of disrupting key
shipping routes, the proliferation of terrorist sanctuaries
from which attacks can be launched, a complication of the
security situation, and an economic crisis on a massive
scale. The possibility of war is implied in the presidential
memoranda instructing the US Defense Department and
other relevant agencies to prepare for regional contingen-
cies.

The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
(DPRK) factor

The US president and his DPRK counterpart will meet in
Singapore in mid-June for discussions in which the denu-
clearization of the Korean peninsula will take centre stage.
Since the US has shown that it can tear up any agreement
it wants, the DPRK’s trust and confidence in this bilateral
process may be eroding, with the result that it may use the
meeting to buy time and later revert back to its nuclear
activities.

It is assumed that the US cannot attack the DPRK on ac-
count of the latter possessing nuclear weapons. Therefore, the
only way Iran can force the US to the negotiating table would
be to pursue ballistic missile technology. This may lead to an
arms race in the region.

The way forward

The US time and again has outlined the shortcomings of
the JCPOA and advocated for its terms to be renegotiated
or terminated altogether on the basis of such claims. The
US alludes to this despite the latest report on Verification
and monitoring in the Islamic Republic of Iran in light of
United Nations Security Council resolution 2231 (2015)
by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) from
February 2018, confirming Iran’s full com ﬁance with its
nuclear-related commitments as stipulated in the JCPOA.

In light of this, President Trump should reconsider US
withdrawal from the agreement and approach the Joint
Commission - a body created by the JCPOA - with his
proposals for possible consideration. Some of the issues
raised by the US can also be addressed better if and when
countries embrace the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT), which will make it hard for Iran to develop
and test nuclear weapons.

Joel Obengo is an Administrator at Kenyatta University,
Nairobi, Kenya, and a member of the Comprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty Organization’s (CTBTO) Youth Group.
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REASON FOR
CAUTIOUS

OPTIMISM?

n 20 April 2018, the Demo-
cratic People's Republic of
Korea (DPRK)

and

where the country had con-
ducted six nuclear tests.

This was a historical move, in particular
considering the sensitivity of the situation
on the Korean peninsula since the 1953 ar-
mistice and the bellicose exchanges since
President Donald Trump assumed office
between Washington D.C. and Pyongyang.

There was outright skepticism from
many quarters over the DPRK declaration
by President Kim Jong Un, with many

and secu-
rity experts expressing little optimism over
the euphoria generated by the move.

Much of this skepticism was well found-
ed. For years, the DPRK’s actions in re-
sponse to perceived American aggression
had sent shockwaves across the Asia Pacif-
ic region.

The issue of denuclearization needs to
be approached cautiously given that deci-
sions about testing and the development of
nuclear capabilities are

including domestic politics, de-
terrence and the regional situation.

Whether or not the decision to refrain
from nuclear testing is a publicity stunt or
a calculated decision remains debatable.
And yet, there are solid reasons to believe
that the decision is more than the former
even though it may represent an eternal
doctrine.

The
scheduled to take place in Singapore in
June shows that events are moving in a
positive direction. The decision by Presi-
dent Trump to send

, has
nullified much of the criticism directed at
the DPRK.

Catering to American demands to re-
lease its prisoners indicates DPRK domes-

tic politics were definitely not in play de-
spite its reputation as being one of the most
despotic regimes in the world. The gains
for the US as North Korea’s adversary were
massive.

At the same time, realism in interna-
tional relations also invites skepticism
and allows emerging scholars, analysts
and experts to view events from a regional
perspective. China, Russia and the United
States who are currently at loggerheads
over the situation in Syria, seem to have
found a common understanding over the
North Korean issue.

Even Japan, one of North Korea’s most
ardent critics, is now party to the

with China and South Ko-
rea. The agenda of the summit, which also
includes such issues as economics, disaster
management and the promotion of linkag-
es between the three countries, focuses
on following up on the DPRK’s decision to
denuclearize.

Talks about pushing for incremental
economic assistance in exchange for a
phased denuclearization as proposed by
China, or a possible long-term economic
plan to relieve the DPRK from its economic
woes, have already taken place. The optics

are certainly positive, even in terms of the
regional situation.

At the same time, realism is based on
the belief that states are rational actors
whose aim to maximize their self-interest
is of paramount importance for the inter-
national system.

North Korea has a history of viewing in-
ternational initiatives that dictate its

The
trilateral summit during which the coun-
try’s future will be discussed by Japan and
South Korea may prove to be counterpro-
ductive, promoting animosity and instabil-
ity on the peninsula and in the region.

If North Korea is not considered a legiti-
mate stakeholder in its own economic and
nuclear future, a sustainable peace may re-
main elusive.

It will be critical to see whether the
Singapore Summit and subsequent events
allow the DPRK a voice in providing its nar-
rative, or whether its narrative will be muz-
zled for the ‘greater good’ of the country.

States less integrated into the inter-
national order such as the DPRK or Iran,
which have a history of bearing with sanc-
tions, also make their national sovereignty,
territorial integrity and national security a
top priority. However, for those optimistic
about DPRK’s denuclearization declara-
tion, this may be a moot point.

As a paradigm the declaration can be
viewed as a model of realism that cannot be
met with outright skepticism or dismissal.
Cautious optimism is the need of the hour.

Hamzah Rifaat is a CYG member from
Pakistan and a news presenter for PTV
World, Pakistan's only English-language
news channel. He holds a Master of Phi-
losophy degree in peace and conflict stud-
ies from the National Defense University
in Islamabad and a diploma in World Af-
fairs and Professional Diplomacy from the
Bandaranaike Diplomatic Training Insti-
tute in Colombo, Sri Lanka.
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Time for North Korea
to join the CTBT

or over a decade North Korea
has been pursuing the devel-
opment of nuclear weapons
and missiles. More impor-
tantly it has also been con-
ducting nuclear weapons and
ballistic missile tests indiscriminately.

In 2017 it conducted its fifth nucle-
ar test alarming international organ-
izations, such as the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization
(CTBTO) and the United Nations (UN).

North Korea, the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea (DPRK), has faced
harsh sanctions from the UN and other
organizations over years. It was labelled
one of the most ruthless countries for
its nuclear activities on the Korean Pen-
insula. International organizations such
as the UN attempted to open dialogues
with the DPRK, but were not successful.

The CTBTO also has been trying hard
to convince the DPRK to join the Com-
prehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
(CTBT) and to stop nuclear testing.

On 21 April 2018, the leader of the
DPRK, Kim Jong Un, called off nuclear
testing saying that his country’s quest
to develop nuclear weapons was com-
plete and it no longer needed to test
its weapon capability. The shutdown of
the Punggye-ri nuclear test site, its only
known test range, was also announced.

In addition, it announced its inten-
tion to begin dismantling the nuclear
test site in a ceremony set to take place
between 23 and 25 May 2018 according
to US media. The ceremony will occur
just weeks before Kim Jong Un meets
President Donald Trump in Singapore
for a historic summit on 12 June.

By Ahmed Amponsah Fordjour

This is a perfect opportunity for the
CTBTO to convince the DPRK to formal-
ly join the Treaty and permanently end
nuclear testing. The CTBT is an interna-
tional treaty forbidding all nuclear ex-
plosions on the ground, in the sea and
in space. It was formally opened for sig-
nature in September 1996.

The Treaty’s Annex 2 consists of 44
countries, of which 36 have signed and
ratified the Treaty; the remaining eight,
China, Egypt, India, Iran, Israel, Pa-
kistan, North Korea and the US, must
ratify the Treaty before it can enter into
force.

This is a perfect oppor-
tunity for the CTBTO to
convince the DPRK to for-
mally join the Treaty and
permanently end nuclear
testing.

This is an indication of the signif-
icance of North Korea’s action to the
CTBTO and the world at large. If North
Korea were to sign and ratify the Trea-
ty, it would be a major step forward
and could convince remaining Annex 2
States to follow suit.

CTBTO Executive Secretary Lassina
Zerbo has applauded North Korea’s de-
cision, but he also emphasised that it
should sign and ratify the Treaty in or-
der to solidify the testing moratorium.
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During his stewardship of the CTBTO,
Zerbo has explored diplomatic means to
bring the Treaty info force. Such means
include organizing CTBTO conferenc-
es and symposiums which invite diplo-
mats from all over the world, particular-
ly from the remaining Annex 2 States, to
understand the essential need for ratifi-
cation of the Treaty.

Moreover, Zerbo also conceived of
the idea of engaging youth to help sup-
port ratification, establishing the CT-
BTO youth group which currently has
more than 300 members from diverse
backgrounds with a common goal to
support the Treaty.

Youth members from around the
world are invited to conferences and
symposiums to meet one another, teach
and learn from each other. At such
events CYG members also meet diplo-
mats, academics and specialists to gain
understanding of the diplomacy of nu-
clear issues in support of the Treaty.

Ahmed Amponsah Fordjour is a grad-
uate of Kwame Nkrumah University
of Science and Technology, Kumasi,
Ghana, where he received a Bachelor
of Science in geological engineering.
After graduating, he worked at the Na-
tional Data Centre in Ghana where he
learned about the CTBT. He continued
his studies with an online course by Wil-
liam Perry at Stanford University on the
threat of nuclear terrorism.
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Winning North Korean trust:
Ratification of the CTBT by
Washington and Pyongyang

hampagne corks popped

when western media spread

word of Kim Jong Un’s will-

ingness to denuclearize

North Korea. One of North

Korea’s test sites was to be
closed to show the genuine intentions of
the regime.

It was indeed a dramatic development
after the exchange of nuclear threats be-
tween US President Donald Trump and
North Korean Supreme Leader Kim Jong
Un during December 2017.

However, from
close observation
of South Koreans,
one might wonder
why they were not
as excited as the
rest of the world,
but instead were
relatively reserved.
Aren’t South Kore-
ans the main ben-
eficiaries of the
removal of nuclear weapons? Arent they
eager to finally achieve reunification?

There are several reasons why South
Koreans are keeping their hopes low. This
is not the first time leaders of the Koreas
have shaken hands. Surprisingly, it is not
the first time North and South Korea made
statements of good will to pursue denu-
clearization of the Korean Peninsula either.
Overlooked is that there was a previous dis-
armament agreement between the US and
North Korea. And so far such efforts have
not borne the fruit of permanent peace.
So, although the recent development is
positive, it is naive to expect such a gesture
alone can guarantee a final result.

This time things should be done differ-
ently to achieve a meaningful outcome and
execution of a treaty. All those handshakes,
meetings, and joint statements will lose
meaning if the current momentum is not
used to seal the deal.

back on.

Now is the time for the
international commu-
nity to assure North
Korea it can return to
the non-proliferation
regime it turned its

In that context, the signing of the peace
treaty between the North and South is pos-
sibly the most valuable short-term outcome
of the current talks. However, it will not au-
tomatically solve the decades long problem
overnight.

The international community, South Ko-
rea, and most importantly, the US, need to
convince North Korea that any deal will be
honoured and regime security will be pro-
tected without nuclear weapons.

Objectively speaking, both the US and
North Korea have not lived up to their
commitments in the past.
For instance, the agreed
framework, the deal
struck between the US
and North Korea to block
the latter’s nuclear pro-
gramme in 1994, was not
honoured by both parties.

The US did not deliver
the promised crude oil
and the bill for construct-
ing civilian nuclear power
reactors was not passed in the US Congress.
After suspending nuclear testing for 10
years, North Korea eventually broke out of
the agreement.

If a new deal is concluded, carrying
out negotiations and eventually achieving
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula
represents a rocky road.

Therefore, the importance of building
trust cannot be exaggerated, especially af-
ter US withdrawal from the so-called Iran
deal, the JCPOA. Convincing North Korea
that a new agreement will be honoured and
maintained will be difficult.

Additionally, Libyan leader Muammar
Gaddafi’s fate at the hands of NATO backed
opponents 10 years after agreeing to give up
his nuclear programme, offers a good les-
son for Kim Jong Un not to trust the US and
the international community.

Extraordinary measures will be needed
to ensure North Korea trusts its counter-
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By Songyi Koo
Student at the Diplomatic Academy
Vienna and CTBTO Youth Group
magazine editor
Vienna, Austria

parts and begins gradually to remove its
nuclear weapons.

Kim Jong Un has made efforts to show
willingness already by accepting the talks
and halting nuclear tests.

Now is the time for the international
community to assure North Korea it can
return to the non-proliferation regime it
turned its back on.

A major step towards building trust
would be for the US and North Korea to-
gether to ratify the Comprehensive Nucle-
ar-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT).

A joint US North Korean commitment to
stop testing, instead of expecting North Ko-
rea to act alone, would also be a concrete
achievement towards universal nuclear
disarmament.

Let us use current momentum to bring
about real change in the situation between
the two Koreas.

Songyi Koo graduated from the Johns
Hopkins University SAIS and is currently
enrolled at the diplomatic academy of Vi-
enna. She has expertise on nuclear disar-
mament and her article on North Korea’s
nuclear disarmament was selected as a
cover story for Polemics magazine. She is
an editor of the CTBTO Youth Group Maga-
zine and working as a project coordinator
in Atomic Reporters.
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ANALYSIS

The JCPOA
and CTBT — an
in-depth primer

By Daria Shumilova
Research assistant
OSCE Parliamentary Assembly
Vienna, Austria

nJuly 2015, the P5+1 group, the Unit-
ed States, Russia, China, France,
the United Kingdom, and Germany,
signed a historical nuclear non-pro-
liferation agreement with Iran, the
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA). Its aim, to ensure Iran’s status as
a non-nuclear weapon state (NNWS) in ex-
change for the gradual lifting of sanctions.

The JCPOA 1is considered one of the
most successful and verifiable non-prolif-
eration agreements, being compared with
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Trea-
ty (CTBT), which is the blueprint for mod-
ern arms control agreements.

Both multilateral agreements estab-
lished technically sophisticated verifica-
tion and monitoring regimes, creating a
well-balanced relationship between sci-
ence and diplomacy. In pursuing non-pro-
liferation and disarmament, without ro-
bust verification mechanisms, diplomatic
efforts do not have enough strength. Sci-
ence has to play a significant role.

Speaking on the side-lines of the Nucle-
ar Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Prepara-
tory Committee meeting in Geneva in April
2018, Lassina Zerbo, Executive Secretary
for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty Organization (CTBTO), said that to
advance ratification of the Treaty and to
encourage other Annex 2 States to ratify it,
Iran in particular, the US needed to ensure
its trust in the JCPOA and make all efforts
to preserve it. Similarly, the speaker of
the Iranian parliament also said that Iran
could not consider CTBT ratification with-

out having confidence in the JCPOA. Iran
is among eight states preventing the CTBT
from entering into force.

On 16 January 2016, the “Implementa-
tion Day” of the JCPOA, the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) confirmed
Iran’s compliance with its terms and the
process of lifting EU and US sanctions
began. However, in January 2018 US Pres-
ident Donald Trump refused to re-certify
the agreement and said the US would with-
draw from the accord unless it was “fixed.”
The deadline for his ultimatum was 12 May
2018.

The position was not supported by the
other parties to the JCPOA, or its main
watchdog, the TAEA. At the meeting of its
Board of Governors in March 2018 in Vi-
enna, Yukiya Amano, Director General of
the TAEA, said: “If the JCPOA were to fail,
it would be a great loss for nuclear verifi-
cation and for multilateralism.” Despite
all the objections, on 8 May 2018, Donald
Trump officially announced US withdrawal
from the JCPOA and reinstatement of sanc-
tions on Iran.

The withdrawal decision does not auto-
matically terminate the agreement since
other parties remain committed to their
obligations.

However, it does undermine its prospects
and effectiveness. Why then is it important
to keep the Iran Agreement in force?

Verifiable non-proliferation and
disarmament agreements

In domestic affairs, states ensure the reli-
ability of domestic rules and regulations.
However, in international affairs there is

WATCHDOG AT WORK
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no higher authority with ultimate enforce-
ment mechanisms and thus, states interact
with each other, based on the principles of
their sovereignty and independence in all
matters, including issues related to nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation.

One of the main questions to address
in nuclear disarmament and non-prolifer-
ation is how to actually ensure the gradu-
al disarmament of nuclear-weapon states
(NWS) and how to curb nuclear prolifera-
tion among current non-nuclear-weapon
states (NNWS).

Although there is almost universal en-
dorsement of the Treaty on the Non-Prolif-
eration of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), the dip-
lomatic commitments of Member States
can still lack credibility and confidence.
Sceptics argue that the achievement of a
world free from nuclear weapons through
nuclear disarmament and non-prolifera-
tion is highly unlikely.

This thesis stems from an idea that there
is a general rule of distrust and self-help
in the international arena making states
doubt each other’s intentions. Therefore,
there is a permanent condition known as
“security dilemma” when countries feel
constantly insecure and seek ways to en-
hance their security.

However, building confidence based on
robust verification and monitoring regimes
is a viable solution. States can agree on ef-
fective verification and monitoring meas-
ures that promote trust and build confi-
dence, thereby reducing the impact of their
“security dilemma”.

The conclusion of the negotiations for
the CTBT in 1996 to provide an effective
technical means for monitoring any nucle-

w.flickr.com/photos/iaea_imagebank/8366284389/in /album472.




ar testing activities followed this rationale.
In short, if there is no teacher in the class
during a test, there will always be at least
one student willing to cheat on the test. If
the teacher is present and ensures effective
monitoring such intentions are less likely
to occur. Reliable verification and monitor-
ing mechanisms are essential for disarma-
ment and non-proliferation agreements to
make them viable and ensure the adher-
ence of all parties.

The JCPOA

Historically, the verification of nuclear
non-proliferation has proven to be signifi-
cantly complicated. First and foremost, it
is not always possible to provide full verifi-
cation of states’ activities regarding devel-
opment of nuclear programmes.

The verification authority of the TAEA
has its limits and restrictions regarding in-
spections. If a country has not signed the
Additional Protocol to the Comprehensive
Safeguards Agreement, the TAEA can mon-
itor only those facilities that were previ-
ously officially declared by this country.
Only additional protocols give the Agency
broader competencies regarding each par-
ticular country and can provide for greater
transparency and verification capabilities.
However, they are concluded between
states and the Agency on a voluntary basis.

This is where the JCPOA differs. It com-
bines Iran’s compliance with its Compre-
hensive Safeguards Agreement, signed in
1970, an Additional Protocol, as well as oth-
er restrictions, such as enriched uranium
stockpiles and a cap on the number of op-
erating centrifuges, to which Iran agreed in
the framework of this multilateral accord.

In essence, it contains by far the strict-
est terms for nuclear non-proliferation ver-
ification and monitoring, making it a very
strong nuclear non-proliferation deal that
sends a positive signal to other countries.
For this reason, the JCPOA is a crucial el-
ement of the nuclear non-proliferation
regime. The accord, though imperfect, pre-
sents an effective verification mechanism
with a well-agreed timeline and procedures
according it the status of being one of the
most successful non-proliferation agree-
ments in the history of the NPT regime.

Apart from the US, all the other parties
to the JCPOA agree that renegotiation of the
deal or withdrawal from it would be a reck-

2003 NUCLEAR INSPECTIONS: NO LIGHT AT THE END OF THE TUNNEL FOR IRAQIS

less and dangerous move. Russia’s Foreign
Minister, Sergey Lavrov, has reaffirmed
the Russian stance on the agreement and
commitment to its preservation and has
highlighted its relevance for international
peace and stability.

In a February 2018 statement, he said: it
is “necessary to fully implement the Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA)
and it would be ex-
tremely dangerous
to break the deal.
If there is a desire
to discuss some is-
sues concerning
Iran in the same
format that coordi-

"From an Iraqi stand-
point, the inspection pro-
cess had culminated in
DesertFox, sending them

For the JCPOA to remain in force, all
parties to the agreement, as well as the in-
ternational community as a whole, need to
take an approach towards Iran that will not
humiliate it. The current US attitude, crit-
ics say, can be summarized as “we still do
not trust you no matter what you claim”. In
essence, it is a counter-productive and also
potentially dangerous position.

In his book “The Age
of Deception: Nuclear
Diplomacy in Treach-
erous Times” Mohamed
El Baradei, former Di-
rector-General of the
TAEA, recalled his ex-
perience regarding the

nated the JCPOA, aharsh message.” dismantlement of the
or some other for- . Irag WMD programme:
mat, it should be Mohamed El Baradei “Although the TAEA’s
done with the oblig- successful disman-

atory participation of Iran and on
the principle of consensus, not ulti-
matums.” In this sense, the Russian
position is also supported by the EU.
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tling of Irag’s nuclear programme silenced
many of its critics and detractors and was
a testimony to the Agency’s effectiveness,
from an Iraqi standpoint, the inspection
process had culminated in Desert Fox,

sending them a harsh message. To them,
the Americans were not interested in the
elimination of Iraqg’s nuclear programme.
The Iraqgis understood that there would be
no light at the end of the tunnel, no matter
what they did. Desert Fox convinced some
that the goal was not WMD disarmament,
but rather regime change... their distrust
of the inspection process only grew.”

His conclusion was that the undermin-
ing of the TAEA inspection process and the
ongoing US treatment of Iraq as a defeated
nation ultimately resulted in a total lack of
confidence towards the US, as well as the
resentment of US policies among the pop-
ulation of Traq.

Current concerns about the future of the
JCPOA and the failure to establish cooper-
ation with Iran could possibly lead to the
same mistake as the one made in the 1990s
with Iraq. Despite current compliance, Ira-
nian authorities have threatened that in
case the deal collapses, Iran will resume
uranium enrichment to levels sufficient for
nuclear weapons.
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US responsibility regarding the JCPOA
lies not only with the agreement itself
but also with its faith in the international
non-proliferation regime under the NPT.
The US withdrawal risks doing substantial
harm to the global non-proliferation re-
gime as a whole.

In this regard, the connection of the
JCPOA with the CTBT is also important. As
already mentioned, the lack of trust in the
JCPOA for Iran also poses questions about
trust in other comprehensive disarmament
and non-proliferation agreements, the
CTBT first of all.

One more reason for preserving the
JCPOA is its relation to the non-prolifera-
tion and disarmament efforts in the Middle
East. During the 1995 NPT Review Confer-
ence, one of the conditions for the indef-
inite extension of the Treaty was the obli-
gation to negotiate a nuclear-weapons-free
zone (NWFZ) in the Middle East.

For the zone to be finally established,
all the countries of the region, first of all
Iran and Israel, need to have confidence in
each other’s intentions. For this reason, ro-
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bust verification in the Middle East is the
key element in the process, and the JCPOA
is an essential part of the verification and
monitoring regime in the region.

The failure to agree on a final document
during the 2015 NPT Review Conference
and the ever-widening gap between nu-
clear-weapons states (NWS) and non-nu-
clear-weapons states (NNWS) reflects the
current stalemate of the NPT agenda - of
particular concern in the 2020 review cycle.

The Treaty to Ban Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW), concluded in 2017, is one of the
signs of this stalemate, representing a call
by the NNWSs to advance disarmament ef-
forts. In the existing NPT crisis, it is essen-
tial to ensure the effectiveness of the NPT
regime and prove that the dialogue on nu-
clear non-proliferation and disarmament is
viable.

The CTBT is one of the central elements
of the regime and its entry into force is
the only logical step in the current situa-
tion. However, the rejection of the JCPOA,
distrust and disrespect in the internation-
al arena serve as obstacles on this path.
Therefore, the preservation of the JCPOA
and continuation of productive and trans-
parent dialogue with Iran should be a pri-
ority for the US administration.

In his book, Mohamed El Baradei point-
ed out that “nuclear diplomacy is a hands-
on discipline requiring direct engagement,
restraint, and long-term commitment.” The
JCPOA survives as long as all the actors in-
volved in the process remain engaged and
ensure dialogue between each other.

Although the JCPOA is not a perfect
agreement, it was carefully negotiated and
currently proves to be effective, remaining
one of the most successful achievements
of modern multilateral nuclear diplomacy.
Failure to keep the JCPOA in force would be
a severe setback to the NPT, undermining
the whole nuclear non-proliferation and
disarmament regime.

Daria Shumilova works as a research as-
sistant at the OSCE Parliamentary As-
sembly in Vienna. She is a member of the
CTBTO Youth Group and currently finish-
ing her Master's degree in International
Relations.



KAZAKHSTAN

A vital role

for the CTBT:
Preventing another
Semipalatinsk

By Marzhan Nurzhan
CYG Member and Convener of
Abolition 2000 Youth Network

Astana, Kazakhstan

am from Kazakhstan, a country

which inherited around 1,500

nuclear weapons from the Soviet

Union making it the fourth big-

gest nuclear arsenal in the world.

For almosthalf a century, from
1949 until 1989, the Soviet Union con-
ducted 456 nuclear tests above and un-
derground at the Semipalatinsk Nuclear
Test Site, known also as Semey polygon,
in the eastern part of Kazakhstan. The
energy the tests released was roughly
equal to the capacity of 2,500 Hiroshima
atomic bombs.

The radioactive fallout from these
nuclear  explosions
has resulted in wide-
spread contamination
of the Semey area
causing  catastroph-
ic humanitarian and
environmental conse-
quences. Almost two
million people have already been affect-
ed, suffering severe health problems,
cancer, birth deformities and death,
which will continue for many genera-
tions to come.

I believe that the CTBTO is vital and
instrumental in banning nuclear tests
everywhere in this world forever, in or-
der to prevent further damage to human
health and the environment.

Kazakhstan has continued
to play a keyrole for global
nuclear nonproliferation
and disarmament.

SEMIPALATINSK'S LEGACY

Kazakhstan: From nuclear victim
to disarmament champion

The experience from the Soviet era nu-
clear tests led to strong public opposi-
tion to nuclear weapons in Kazakhstan,
supported by Kazakh leaders. A civil so-
ciety movement “Nevada-Semipalatinsk”
(Nevada-Semey) guided by Olzhas Sulei-
menov led to the closure of the nuclear
test site on 29 August 1991, preventing
any further nuclear tests in Kazakhstan.

Following independence in December
1991, the new government of Kazakhstan,
led by the President, made the historic
decision to relin-
quish nearly 1,500
nuclear weapons

inherited  when
the Soviet Union
dissolved, and

join the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation
Treaty (NPT) as a non-nuclear-weapon
State.

Since then, Kazakhstan has continued
to play a key role for global nuclear non-
proliferation and disarmament. In ad-
dition to supporting and promoting the
CTBT, Kazakhstan played a leading role
in establishing the Central Asian Nuclear
Weapon Free Zone. The CANWFZ treaty
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includes an obligation of all five member
states to adhere to the CTBT.

Other key initiatives of Kazakhstan in-
clude proposing a Universal Declaration
for a Nuclear-Weapons-Free World which
was adopted by the UN General Assem-
bly, launching the ATOM Project which
highlights the humanitarian impact of
nuclear tests through the voices of vic-
tims and survivors, and organizing a
special session in January 2018 of the UN
Security Council focused on confidence
building and nuclear disarmament.

International Day Against Nuclear
Tests

Given its experience as the most affect-
ed country in the world by nuclear test
explosions, Kazakhstan successfully mo-
tioned the United Nations General As-
sembly to establish the International Day
Against Nuclear Tests (IDANT) on 29 Au-
gust, which carries special significance
due to the symbolic date that coincides
with the first nuclear test conducted in
Kazakhstan and also the date of the clo-
sure of the Semey polygon in 1991.

The experience of Kazakhstan and
other countries that have suffered from
nuclear tests can be used to encourage
Annex 2 States of the humanitarian and

security benefits of joining the CTBT.
IDANT is a good opportunity to publicize
this on 29 August.

Kazakhstan commemorates the day
annually, often through international
conferences hosted in Astana and field
trips to ground zero in Semey. In 2016 I
had the opportunity to help organize the

SEMIPALATINSK AS IT ONCE WAS

CTBTO, www.flickr.com/photos/ctbto/3861359465, CC BY 2.0

conference “Building a nuclear-weap-
on-free world” in Astana, co-hosted by
Parliamentarians for nuclear non-pro-
liferation and disarmament (PNND).
Our visit to ground zero was particularly
poignant for me and for other confer-

ence participants.
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Second CYG Astana Conference:
trip to ground-zero

This year the CTBTO Youth Group (CYG)
will fgold its second international con-
ference in Kazakhstan. This will provide
a great opportunity for CTBTO youth to
build a deeper understanding of the im-
pact of nuclear tests and the imperative
for nuclear disarmament.

The role of young people in peace and
security is important, particularly their
participation and involvement in the
area of nuclear issues. Youth and future
generations are impacted by the legacy
of nuclear tests and the threat from nu-
clear weapon policies, and so their voic-
es must be included. This is rightly high-
lighted by the CTBTO Youth Group. I was
honoured to participate in the First CYG
Moscow conference in 2017, where I had
an opportunity to contribute to the initi-
ative of a youth diplomacy pledge.

However, youth also need to learn
from our elders who have experience,
knowledge and skills that can be trans-
ferred. There currently appears to be
an intergenerational gap, a lack of com-
munication between youth and seniors,
which must be filled and bridged with a
common ground, interest and interac-
tion. We as youth must use the platform
provided by the upcoming conference in
Astana on 28-30 August.

This international meeting between
the CTBTO Group of Eminent Persons
(GEM) and CYG members will be a place
to collaborate and learn from each oth-
er, especially drawing from the experi-
ence, expertise and knowledge of sen-
iors in regard to nuclear-related issues.
The conference will include an unique
opportunity for participants to visit the
Semipalatinsk test site and to witness
first-hand the risks of nuclear testing and
reflect upon them.

These efforts of Kazakhstan will have
a positive impact on the present genera-
tion to work on building a world free of
nuclear weapons and contribute to the
entry into force of the CTBT in the near
future.

Marzhan Nurzhan serves as Coordina-
tor for CIS countries for Parliamentar-
ians for nuclear non-proliferation and
disarmament (PNND). She also repre-
sents the Abolition 2000 Youth Network
as Convener. She is an active member of
the CTBTO Youth Group and the Inter-
national Student/Young Pugwash move-
ment (ISYP).


https://eurasianet.org/s/kazakhstan-living-with-semipalatinsks-nuclear-fallout

The victims of nuclear testing

rinity, the test of the world’s

first atomic bomb, was con-

ducted on 16 July 1945 in the

United States. But it was not

until nearly fifty years later,

in 1990, that the US Depart-
ment of Justice enacted legislation to
compensate the victims of the Trinity
test for their losses, describing the law as
“closure on a unique chapter of our his-
tory.”

With a history marred by over 1,000
nuclear tests, the US certainly possesses
a deep responsibility when it comes to
closing the chapter on nuclear testing.
Yet true closure cannot be achieved with-
out ratification of the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT).

Civilian impact

To a younger generation in the United
States today, nuclear testing may seem
removed and faraway. But for an earlier
generation, it carried tangible human
impacts. In projects spanning nearly two
decades, the US conducted atmospheric
nuclear tests both in the Pacific and on
its own soil, in Nevada, New Mexico and
Colorado.

According to unreleased federal stud-
ies, nuclear fallout could be responsible
for more than 11,000 cancer deaths in
the United States. “T have a list of 279 peo-
ple from the Tularosa area that I know
or knew that have had cancer, died of
cancer, or are cancer survivors,” writes a
survivor living near the Nevada Test Site,
“How many people do you know?”

Many of those impacted by radioac-
tive fallout from tests were civilians liv-
ing in the US southwest, unaware of the
government’s plans to test weapons in
the region. At the time of the tests, they
were not told about what was happening,
they were not evacuated, and they were
not saved from the effects of fallout.

Reading transcribed oral histories, the
tragedy gains focus as survivors describe

By Brenna Gautam
J.D. Candidate at Georgetown
University Law Center
Washington, D.C.

whole families dying of cancer around
them, mass sterility, children dying of
stomach cancer, babies born with can-
cer, babies born without eyes, and other
horrific memories.

To say this tragedy was a gross chapter
in US history seems too kind. What the
US government still treats as a historical
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military breakthrough was the beginning
of a living hell for these survivors. And
that suffering continues; as one survivor
living downwind of the Nevada Test Site
writes, “It’s not a matter of if you get can-
cer; it’s a matter of when.”

An incomplete solution

The Partial Test Ban Treaty (PTBT)
banned atmospheric nuclear tests in
1963, testing went underground, but the
possibility of humanitarian and environ-
mental dangers remained.

Although underground testing mit-
igated the problem of radiation doses
from short-lived radionuclides, large
amounts of radioactive isotopes are still
released underground. Exposure beyond
the test site may occur if radioactive gas-
es leak or are vented through “accidental
atmospheric contamination.”

It is estimated that venting released
significant quantities of the radionuclide
iodine®! into the atmosphere at the 32
known cases of underground tests per-
formed on the Nevada Test Site. Addition-
ally, geological stress from underground
testing may lead to the COH&FSG of test
sites and further radioactive leaking, as
demonstrated from the partial collapse
of the Punggye-ri test site in North Korea.

Legal battles for justice

Not only do nuclear tests result in envi-
ronmental and health impacts, but they
also generate complicated legal issues.
Those injured by the effects of nuclear



testing may have legal standing, either
before a domestic or international court,
to receive redress

For example, in the case of Bulloch
v. United States, sheep farmers whose
herds had been devastated by radioac-
tive fallout sued the United States gov-
ernment for financial losses. While the
farmers ultimately lost their case, the lit-
igation costs for both parties were steep.

To avoid burdensome class action law
suits, the US government finally enacted
the Radiation Exposure Compensation
Act, apologizing to, and compensating
those affected by at-

A resumption of nuclear testing—even
underground nuclear testing—could re-
sult in accidental atmospheric contam-
ination and the US government should
look to its history and recognize the legal
and financial burdens associated with
such activities.

The CTBT: A new chapter

The US is not alone in its history of nu-
clear testing. For example, in 2009, the
French parliament approved legislation
providing care and compensation to peo-

ple exposed to radia-

oA daover The diplomatic and Doy Ting  hranges
43,000 claims have securityrationales nouncing the bill, the
7 27 T behind supportingthe (0T T O
over $2 billion. CTBT... are manifest. years after the end of

Yet even with this
staggering  financial
number, the law’s scope has been criti-
cized as overly narrow. Even today, the
“Downwinders” of Tularosa Basin, New
Mexico—a consortium representing
families living downwind of nuclear test
sites—continue their fight for improved
legislation in the US Congress, spending
time, energy and funds to advocate for
compensation.

the tests in the Pacif-

ic, the bill T am pre-
senting today is to allow our country to
serenely close a chapter of its history.”

While the US has matched these
words, it has not matched the corre-
sponding action by France, which rati-
fied the CTBT in 1998.

The diplomatic and security ration-
ales behind supporting the CTBT, a key
step towards realizing the goals of the
NPT, are manifest.
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But in addition to these rationales, the
United States has a separate obligation
to ratify: to avoid repeating its historical
mistakes and to recognize those who con-
tinue to suffer the horrific consequences.

Ratification of the CTBT would not just
represent true closure on a dark chapter
of US history; it would mark the begin-
ning of a new chapter towards healing
and restorative justice.

Brenna Gautam is a J.D. Candidate at
Georgetown University Law Center, in-
terested in international law and the law
of armed conflict.

SOUTH ASIA |

An absence of awareness
and the persistence

ay 2018 marks the 20th
anniversary of the 1998
underground nuclear
tests by Pakistan and
India. As expected, pol-
iticians and military of-
ficials can be found from both countries
making tall claims about how nuclear
weapons have not only created more
peace in South Asia, but also bolstered
the defence of their respective countries.

Indian and Pakistan media are drown-
ing in this cacophony of jingoism. How-
ever, clearly missing is a genuine and
open debate about the threats posed by
the continued vertical proliferation of
nuclear weapons in the region.

The general public remains largely
unaware of how unstable is the nuclear
balance between these two neighbours.
Unfortunately, the South Asian region
is no exception. A review of survey data
collected over many years bears out the
sorry truth that people in other nuclear
states consistently display a profound ig-
norance of nuclear threats.

This absence of knowledge about the
challenges of the nuclear arena is worri-
some and a major reason why we need to
pay more attention to nuclear weapons
and the efforts to stop their proliferation.
In order to make progress, we will have
to address this indifference and lack of
awareness.

55 tests a year

Since the advent of the nuclear age, nu-
clear weapons have been tested in all
environments. The world witnessed 55
nuclear tests on average every year dur-
ing the period from 1955 to 1989. In Octo-
ber 1961, the Soviet Union detonated the
most powerful nuclear weapon ever with
a blast yield of 57 megatons of TNT, 1,500
times more powerful than the weapons
dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

of nuclear dangers

By Rizwan Asghar

In 1962 alone, more than 175 nucle-
ar tests were conducted. In addition to
their effects on the health of ecosystems,
nuclear tests helped states qualitatively
advance weapons systems. And they also
provided information about how much
damage a nuclear strike will cause under
various conditions.

Over the past two decades, the Com-
prehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Or-
ganization (CTBTO), and the nuclear test
ban treaty driving it, have emerged as

key challengers to the threat of using nu-
clear weapons. Yet, the CTBT remains in
limbo because of the reluctance of eight
states.

But enforcement of the CTBT is a real
possibility and its success is dependent
upon garnering sufficient public support
for it. This will only happen if the disar-
mament debate is kept aﬁve.

Disarmament activists and members
of the CTBT Youth Group can do much to
help raise awareness of the CTBT in their
respective countries.
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Politics, not technical issues

We are living in a very dangerous world.
Every nation has an interest in maintain-
ing peaceful relations with other nations.
Every country needs to play a role in cre-
atin% a world devoid of nuclear threats.
Nuclear testing needs to be made an is-
sue of wider public concern to persuade
the governments of the eight hold-out
states to take the necessary steps to ratif
the Treaty. This requires an understand-
ing of the fact that the CTBT is a political
issue and not a technical one.

Even on the floor of the US Senate,
when it rejected the Treaty in 1999, parti-
san and personal rivalries played an im-
portant role in undermining the Treaty.

Security concerns had a limited role
in voting the CTBT down. US ratification
of the CTBT would have been a landmark
step against the qualitative and quantita-
tive spread of nuclear weapons.

Efforts to put the nuclear genie back
in the bottle must continue until glob-
al disarmament goals are achievec% By
keeping the spotlight on nuclear threats
and the role of the CTBT in preventing
the proliferation of nuclear weapons, we
can make a real difference.

The nuclear powers need to agree to
eliminate all options for using nuclear
weapons in future. Under the Nucle-
ar Non-proliferation Treaty (NPT), they
are obligated to reduce - and ultimately
eliminate - nuclear weapons. But this
can only happen by taking the first step:
the ratification of tﬁe CTBT.

Rizwan Asghar is a PhD scholar in Polit-
ical Science at the University of Califor-
nia, Davis.



SOUTH ASIA I

CTBT: Prospects
and challenges in
South Asia

By Tahir Nazir
Research associate at
the Centre for Pakistan
and Gulf Studies (CPGS)
Islamabad, Pakistan

o this day, there are nine nucle-
ar weapon states in possession
of an estimated 14,200 nuclear
weapons, of which nearly 4,000
are deployed and about 1,800
are on high alert and ready for
use at short notice.

The Permanent Members of the United
Nations Security Council, the United States,
China, the Russian Federation, France and
the United Kingdom, are upgrading their
nuclear arsenal, spending hefty sums on
new weaponry systems.

The US, for example, is projected to
spend $1.7 trillion on maintaining and up-
grading its nuclear forces over the next 30
years. Similarly, Russia is spending about
$70 billion a year on modernising its mil-
itary and strengthening its nuclear mus-
cle. In South Asia, India has spent about
a billion dollars over the past decade to
modernize its military and nuclear forces.
According to estimates by the Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute
(SIPRI), India was the world’s largest im-
porter of major arms between 2013 and
2017, accounting for 12% of the global to-
tal; its imports have increased by 24% be-
tween 2008-12 and 2013-17.

Despite emphatic calls to move towards
“nuclear zero”, a world without nuclear
weapons remains a perpetually distant,
idealist’s dream. North Korea’s nuclear ca-
pability continues to pose a real threat to
international peace and stability.

Likewise, the hostility between India
and Pakistan, exacerbated by the introduc-
tion of the Cold Start Doctrine - an offen-
sive military strategy to flatten Pakistan
military might without invoking the nucle-
ar threshold - the acquisition of destabi-
lizing technology, ballistic missile defence
systems, and a massive increase in India’s
conventional defence spending, is pushing
the region towards increasing instability,
and could potentially lead South Asia into
a ‘nuclear nightmare’.

According to data provided by India’s In-
stitute for Defence Studies Analysis (IDSA)
India will spend over $62 billion on de-

NEWSROOM 22

S
&
<
@
>
e
Q
(]
o
2
o
5]
8
2
=
©
)
°
=l
©
|
8
o
k=)
ot
o
(2]
=)
o
L]
i
[
=
=]
2
<
=)
=
=
]
o
o
E
=]
2
(2]
=)
S
g
g
o
o
3
(%]
=)
=
2=l
S
=]
=}
o
o
g
%)

A COMMON THREAD: NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT IN SOUTH ASIA

fence in 2018-2019 in contrast to Pakistan’s
meagre $9 billion. Such developments also
have the potential to increase the level of
an arms race which will erode the deter-
rence stability of the South Asian Region.

In this context, the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) remains
a linchpin for nuclear disarmament and
nuclear non-proliferation. It caps the de-
velopment and modernisation of nuclear
weapons systems, in an attempt to leave a
narrow space and very little motivation for
states to build new weapons. By banning
all nuclear explosions, the CTBT also puts
qualitative constraints on the development
of new nuclear weapons. Thus there is di-
rect linkage between ending nuclear test-
ing and progressing toward a world with-
out nuclear weapons.

The Treaty’s relevance and importance
was underlined first in 1998 when nuclear
tests were carried out initially by India, fol-
lowed by Pakistan. More recently the Dem-
ocratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK)
conducted a test in 2017 and previously in
2006, 2009, 2013, and 2016.

Nearly two decades have elapsed since
the Treaty was first opened for signature,

but due to various political and geo-stra-
tegic obstacles, its entry-into-force is yet
to be achieved, which has prevented the
CTBT from entering into full legal effect.

The CTBT remains a crucial element
of the global nuclear disarmament and
non-proliferation regime. Currently, it has
183 State signatories, and has been rati-
fied by 166 States, the vast majority of the
world’s nations lending their voices to pre-
vent further nuclear testing. However, for
the Treaty to enter into force, the signature
and ratification of the remaining eight An-
nex 2 States is a necessity.

Pakistan and India are both among
these eight Annex 2 States, and both have
not found it possible to sign and ratify the
CTBT due to regional security constraints.
As far as Pakistan’s position is concerned,
it has indicated its intent to sign and rati-
ty the CTBT in parallel with India. Even in
1974, when India tested its nuclear weap-
ons under the guise of a ‘peaceful test),
Pakistan proposed the idea of a regional
CTBT. Since 1998, Pakistan has put forth
proposals on a strategic restraint regime
and bilateral dialogue on security and
arms control issues to India many times,

but unfortunately none of these proposals
have been received with any enthusiasm or
met with reciprocation from India.

Another of the eight Annex 2 States - the
US - recently published its nuclear posture
review, indicating the role of nuclear weap-
ons will increase in its national security
policy, possibly opening a window for nu-
clear testing under extreme circumstances.
Without doubt, the Trump administration’s
decision to leave open the option to resume
testing will also have negative consequenc-
es for the South Asian region’s nuclear poli-
tics, as both countries (India and Pakistan)
are continuing to develop new nuclear
weapons delivery systems to counter each
other.

Despite these dangerous and contrary
developments at the global level, I believe
that in South Asia, the signing of the CTBT
by India and Pakistan has the potential to
stabilize and strengthen the deterrence
equation between the two arch-rivals in
the long run, particularly by dis-incentiviz-
ing the development of new nuclear weap-
ons. Hypothetically, even a sharp move by
India to sign the CTBT could place China
and the US in an awkward position, where
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they would be left with very little space and
excuses to continue to remain outside the
Treaty, and perhaps be encouraged to expe-
dite the process for ratifying it.

It is therefore prudent for the interna-
tional community to push India to sign the
CTBT if the country really wants to be in-
tegrated into the Nuclear Suppliers Group
(NSG) and other multilateral cartels.

In 2008, at the time of the Indo-US nu-
clear deal, a similar golden opportunity
was lost to integrate the CTBT as one of
the nuclear non-proliferation benchmarks
when granting an NSG waiver to India. Let
us hope that the same mistake will not be
repeated in the discussions for Indian NSG
membership proposal, and signing of the
CTBT may be set as one of the precondi-
tions.

Tahir Nazir is a research associate at
the Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies
(CPGS), a research institute based in Is-
lamabad. He holds a Master of Science de-
gree in Defence and Strategic Studies and
is pursuing his Master of Philosophy de-
gree in the same subject at Quaid-i-Azam
University in Islamabad.
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Chernobyl remain high. Effects of the
2011 accident at the Fukushima nuclear
power plant in Japan were less acute but
pointed to the absolute need for nuclear
safety.

Between 1945 and 1996 over 2,000 nu-
clear tests were conducted. Even after the
CTBT was opened for signature in 1996,
India, Pakistan and the Democratic Peo-
ple’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) contin-
ued to test. If the Trea-
ty had been in force,
backed up by its unique
monitoring system, of
seismic, hydroacoustic,
infrasound, and radi-
onuclide  monitoring,
governments would not have ventured to
test.

But the two Koreas have recentl
signed a peace agreement and Nort
Korea has declared it will stop nuclear
testing and shut down its test site. This
presents an opportunity for the CTBT to
verify the shut-down and raises the pos-
sibility of the DPRK signing and ratifying
the CTBT.

The rapid development of science and
technology is lifting education levels

YOUNG SCIENTISTS AT WORK

globally. Correspondingly the awareness
of young people about the importance of
a healthy life and a peaceful world is also
increasing.

New multilateral education tech-
niques and an enriched environment
starting in their childhoods, results in
younger generations becoming very cre-
ative and finding more attractive paths,
alternative to those followed by their par-

ents and governments.

Importantly,  younger

generations have the op-

portunity to grasp the im-

pact of nuclear accidents,

weapons and testing, and

can better understand the
dangers and the need for peace.
Especially for young people, growing up
in the shadow of harmful nuclear events
and their health effects, there is aware-
ness of the need to do more to protect
their children and the children of their
children.

Members of the CTBTO Youth Group
with their increasing presence in many
countries are doing their best to draw at-
tention to the prevention of any kind of
nuclear disaster and the need to live in
peace.

Economic interdependence is among
the most important issues for govern-
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ments to pursue and the new generation
is conscious that science is the best tool
for countries to develop and compete
with each other.

The growing number of scientists on
earth represents a break from the past
and an indication that young people will
use science for peace.

Consequently, the impact of today’s
youth, as the adults of tomorrow, is sig-
nificant to prevent future nuclear threats,
and leads to diplomacy for peace. The ef-
forts of young people could result in the
abolition of nuclear weapons in future
and put nuclear science and technology
to peaceful uses only.

Yasemin Korkusuz Oztiirk is a research-
er and basic disaster awareness educator
at the Kandilli Observatory and Earth-
quake Research Institute of Bogazici
University in Istanbul, Turkey. She holds
a Master’s degree in geophysics/seis-
mology and and a Bachelor’s in phys-
ics. She is currently pursuing her PhD.
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YOUTH & THE CTBT

Giving young people a voice

ver 50 per cent of the
globe’s population is under
the age of 30, according to
the United Nations, yet they
rarely have a voice in their
country’s foreign policy.

This younger generation, comprising
more than half the people in the world,
born in the midst of a technological revo-
lution, has proved it is the one most able to
cope with recent developments.

The launch in 2016 of the Comprehen-
sive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization
(CTBTO) Youth Group (CYG) was a salute
to young people everywhere and acknowl-
edgment of their potential to bring posi-
tive change.

CTBTO Executive Secretary Lassina
Zerbo founded it to encourage its mem-
bers to raise awareness about the im-
portance of the Comprehensive Nucle-
ar-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) to build support
for it in their countries.

We believe this initiative should moti-
vate and encourage young people to take
an active role in calling on the internation-
al community to promote the CTBT and its
verification regime.

It gives us a means of expressing our
support for nuclear non-proliferation and
disarmament and to be able to point out
we are here and engaged.

The Treaty plays a crucial part in the
pursuit of peace and all the technologies
the CTBTO utilizes are environmental-
ly friendly, able to detect natural events,
such as earthquakes, and assist in disaster
management.

In addition, these cutting-edge tech-
nologies can be applied to other civic and
scientific purposes, killing two birds with
one stone. For instance, the data collected
by the International Monitoring System
(IMS) can be put to use solving other major
issues on earth, such as climate change.

The question, how do we meet our goal,
has a simple answer. The CTBTO Youth
Group must work together as a united
team and urge our countries to either sign,
ratify, or pressure other states to do so.

The Youth Group has been more than
active, meeting regularly, organizing re-
gional teams and coordinators, and now

By Rana Hameed Al Abboodi and Shereen Nanish

Seismic analyst, Iraq
National Data Centre
Baghdad, Iraq

launching this magazine, all focus on
bringing positive change to the world.
Through social media, CYG members
exchange ideas and opinions about cur-
rent nuclear and political issues. Members
often get involved in national discussions

We urge our
policymakers and
young people to
recognize the role of
youth in being able to
change the future and
pave the way to peace.

about nuclear topics and share their expe-
riences by working together on projects.

The wonderful thing is that we are from
all around the world. Our different back-
grounds provide the CYG with a mix of in-
puts and ideas on how to proceed with our
mission.

Freelance journalist,
writer and translator
Amman, Jordan

Since we are both from the Middle East,
we urge our policymakers and young peo-
ple to recognize the role of youth in being
able to change the future and pave the way
to peace. We need to be able to raise our
voices and express our views without re-
striction.

When our voices become loud enough
perhaps the establishment of Middle East
Weapons of Mass Destruction Free Zone
will become reality.

Young people in the Middle East are
struggling to fulfill their aspirations and
need to feel connected and be part of the
big picture.

The CTBTO has enabled us to join with
the rest of the world and get familiarized
with what's happening on this planet. We
must have the right to access knowledge
and sufficient information in order to
manage our own affairs effectively.

Finally, we, the young people of the
whole world, must urge our schools and
universities to promote the CTBT and
raise awareness about its goals. This is
particularly important in Annex 2 States,
since without their ratification the treaty
cannot enter into force.

Rana Hameed Al-Abboodi is an Iraqi in-
formation engineer who has worked for
the Iraq National Monitoring Authority
for Non-proliferation since 2011. She is
a seismic analyst with the Iraq National
Data Centre (NDC) and holds a Master’s
degree in information engineering.

Shereen Nanish is a freelance journal-
ist, writer, content creator and trans-
lator. Currently enrolled in a Master's
degree programme in journalism and
new media at the Jordan Media Insti-
tute, she has a Bachelor's degree in
English Language and Linguistics from
the Jordan University of Science and
Technology.

SCIENCE
DIPLOMACY

An effective tool for confidence building to
deescalate tension on nuclear weapons issues

ensions between the US and
the Russian Federation are
escalating with the leader-
ship of both countries vow-
ing to develop new types of
sophisticated nuclear weap-

ons.

In his annual state of the nation ad-
dress in March 2018 President Vladimir
Putin of Russia unveiled Russia’s devel-
opment of its weapons arsenal, including
avideo showing nuclear missiles striking
Florida. A contentious issue between the
former foes is ballistic missile defense
(BMD).

In February the Pentagon's Nuclear
Posture Review (NPR) showed greater
willingness for the US to use nuclear
weapons first and called for the develop-
ment of new weapons and capabilities to
counter rivals, such as Russia and China.
It also called for the development and
deployment of a "low-yield" nuclear war-
head for submarine-launched ballistic
missiles and to "strengthen the integra-
tion of nuclear and non-nuclear military
planning."

The North Korean nuclear programme
has entered a new and complex phase.
The leaders of North and South Korea
met for the first time in over a decade,
27 April 2018. Both signed the Panmun-
jom Declaration for Peace, Prosperity
and Unification on the Korean Penin-
sula, committing the two countries to a
nuclear-free peninsula and talks to bring
a formal end to the Korean War. But ful-
filling complete denuclearization of the
Korean Peninsula and the very definition
of denuclearization are regarded with
uncertainty.

Agreement between Iran and P5+1
countries had been considered a success
story of science diplomacy for global nu-
clear non-proliferation efforts until US
President Donald Trump announced a
unilateral American withdrawal 8 May
2018.

The decision puts world peace and es-
pecially the Middle East in a fragile state.
The day after the announcement ten-
sions flared briefly between Israel and
Iran.

Saudi Arabia's foreign minister told
US television his country stands ready to
build nuclear weapons if Iran restarts its
atomic weapons programme.

These developments concerning nu-
clear weapons in the international forum
show clearly that nations lack confidence
in each other souring trust.

Only the tools of science diplomacy
can bring back together these nations

By Muhammad Qasim
Research professor at
Konkuk University
Seoul, South Korea

to resolve complex nuclear non-prolifer-
ation issues. It is imperative for the sci-
entific community to inform diplomats
and policy makers about how networks
of strong verification regimes can ensure
a strict check on activities to develop le-
thal weapons.

Regional tensions can be lowered
through scientific cooperation by the ap-
pointment of policy makers with scien-
tific backgrounds, armed with scientific
evidence, open and welcoming to new
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scientific findings, offering a means for
building trust, establishing leadership
based on scientific precept.

Avariety of policy measures and phys-
ical barriers are in place to prevent nu-
clear proliferation, but they are not very
effective because of the technical com-
plexities of nearly every aspect of the
nuclear fuel cycle, as one example, and
its potential for exploitation and vulner-
ability to risk of theft of fission material
by non-state actors.

Cooperation on ballistic missile de-
fense between the United States and
Russia has many technical and political
dimensions. Until now, political efforts
have focused on trying to address the
underlying issues of this challenge. But
science diplomacy can create a friendlier
atmosphere to increase cooperation on
BMD, which both countries are pursuing
with various space technology projects.

If we do not intensify science-based
diplomatic efforts, initiatives such as the
next phase of the Paris Climate Agree-
ment will also be affected by political
decision.

The Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT) verification regime has
established the precedent for a robust
science-based verification regime, a plat-
form that is a model for the world to em-
ulate.

To build strong confidence among
state parties, to meet the challenge of
complex issues and build a safe, secure
and responsible global order, science
must be engaged and fully articulated to
the public.

That is a task we are trying to under-
take in the CYG with hope of bringing
peace to the world through science di-
plomacy.

Muhammad Qasim holds a PhD in
bio-engineering from Chung Ang Uni-
versity, South Korea and currently
serves as Research Professor at Konkuk
University in Seoul, South Korea.



REPORT FROM GENEVA

Women to the fore

The atmosphere at the 2017 Preparatory Committee (PrepCom)
meeting for the Treaty on the Nonproliferation of Nuclear
Weapons (NPT) was rightly described by some as “ U To
paraphrase Dinah Washington, what a difference a year makes.

The gloves came off at the 2018 meeting (23 April - 4 May) as
delegates sparred over the future of the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action QCPOA) with Iran, chemical weapons use in Syria,
and prospects for a Middle East Weapons of Mass Destruction-
Free Zone (WMDFZ). One of the few positive elements of this
otherwise dispiriting meeting was its focus on gender in non-
proliferation and disarmament.
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CTBTO, www.ctbto.org/press-centre/highlights/2017/zerbo-joins-gender-champions-initiative

By Sarah Bidgood
Senior research associate and project
manager at James Martin Center for
Nonproliferation Studies (CNS)
Monterey, California

omen made up only 26.5

percent of delegates to

the 2015 Review Con-

ference, so in numbers

alone, the 2018 PrepCom

gave cause for modest

optimism. Two side events focused on gender

compared with none in 2017, and 108 state-

ments were delivered by women compared

with 80 last year. The draft chair’s factual

summary endorsed the “equal, full, and effec-

tive participation” of women and men in non-

proliferation and welcomed improvements
over 2017 in this area.

The broader multilateral disarmament

community has seen some positive change,

too. There is now gender parity among the

top leadership of the United Nations, and the
High Representative for Disarmament Affairs

Ms. Izumi Nakamitsu is currently 37th on
Fortune’s list of the top 50 World’s Greatest
Leaders. This is measurable progress that is
certainly worth celebrating.

Efforts to balance gender representation in
our field, like avoiding manels (all male pan-
els) and accrediting more women to nation-
al delegations, are important because they
stop us from defaulting to men over qualified
women. These approaches also make women
experts more visible and train us to notice
when they are absent.

Learning what an equal gender break-
down looks and sounds like will help the non-
proliferation and disarmament community
overcome entrenched biases. Contributing to
these efforts is the fact that we have become
better at spotting inequity in our field and
less tolerant of its manifestations. Alexandra
Bell and Kelsey Davenport’s excellent piece
on “marticles”, articles that quote only men
(published in ‘Poynter, April 30, 2018), is an
example of this phenomenon at work.

Beyond calling out a discriminatory prac-
tice and explaining how to stop it, Bell and
Davenport help readers understand how the
status quo, when unchecked, perpetuates

BALANCE INSTEAD OF 'MANELS'

bias against women. Greater awareness of
where gender intersects with power in our
field will be crucial to making it more inclu-
sive and balanced.

By the same token, activities designed to
increase gender representation will not in-
duce systemic change by themselves. They
require decision-makers to believe that gen-
der diversity is important, and it is a mistake
to assume that all, or even many, do. For this
reason, we should talk more about engaging
women in WMD issues not for the sake of
fairness but to improve outcomes.

I was encouraged to hear several PrepCom
delegations repeat what the private sector
already knows: that diversity in teams yields
more effective and impactful results. Giv-
en the issues the NPT faces today, the non-
proliferation and disarmament regime can
ill afford to pass up the potential benefits of
this approach. For those in our community
who are skeptical about the need for gender
equity, this rationale may convince them to
support greater engagement by women in
genuine, rather than perfunctory, ways.

The 2018 PrepCom is not the only forum
where UN Member States have acknowledged
the need to include more women in non-
proliferation and disarmament. I feel fortu-
nate to have entered the field at a time when
gender equity is being discussed more seri-
ously at high levels.

CTBTO Executive Secretary Lassina Zerbo's
International Gender Champion pledge is a
good example of how to bridge the gap be-
tween words and deeds. By increasing flexi-
bility in working hours for new parents, in-
volving more young women in science-based
diplomacy, and creating a shadowing pro-
gramme with a high female-male ratio, the
CTBTO will engage more women in the field
and make it easier for them to stay.

Canada and Ireland’s national action plans
on Women, Peace, and Security promise sim-
ilar results through their commitment to gen-
der mainstreaming—the practice of consid-
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CTBTO, www.flickr.com/photos/ctbto/34308623432/in/album-72157680241091964, CC BY 2.0

ering how policies impact both women and
men—in this space. Civil society, which has
long recognized gender’s relevance to WMD
issues, should seize this moment to pursue
ambitious projects aimed at getting more,
and more diverse, women into our field.

On this basis, I am spearheading a new
initiative at the Center for Nonproliferation
Studies to raise awareness about nuclear non-
proliferation among college-aged women,
mentor them, and provide them with further
training.

With support from governments and in-
ternational organizations, our community
can expand the cadre of women in non-
proliferation and disarmament and ensure
there is always room for them in this dis-
course. If we translate the thoughtful con-
versations I heard in Geneva into concrete
action, we will all be in much better shape to
tackle the challenges that lie ahead.

Sarah Bidgood is a senior research associate
and project manager at the James Martin
Center for Nonproliferation Studies (CNS) in
Monterey, California. Her areas of focus in-
clude US-Russia non-proliferation cooper-
ation, multilateral diplomacy, and gender
issues. She has been a member of the CTBTO
Youth Group since its founding in February
2016.
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TECHNOLOGY

A global audience

echnology is astonishing.
Each year I become more
and more impressed as to
what these huge technology
companies are able to cre-
ate. From laptops which are
more flexible than I am to phones which
have a 40-megapixel camera. As technol-
ogy itself becomes even more advanced,
so do the ways we are able to use it. The

and hopefully win their support and com-
mitment as well. The speed at which we
are able to share things with one another
helps to spread the message even faster
and further.

To strengthen the CTBTO's voice, I be-
lieve that having more CYG social media
accounts would be a very effective way
to connect with the youth. Instagram is a
good example of a popular and therefore

Comprehensive influential social media
NuclearTestBan  Communicatingand  platiorn, Instagram of
sation (CTBTO) expressing CTBTO'’s it is easily accessible,
to help maintay Causeimaninteresting g% UGN T o
peace aTrl?}m,d and fun way to make it iﬁha,rtindg among an un-

e world. This is . imited number of peo-
done by covering €ven more compelling ple, who are instantly
every inch of the and powerful connected by a few sim-

globe with devi-
ces which are ca-
pable of detecting tiny signs of any pos-
sible nuclear tests. With this, the CTBTO
manages to combine science and diplo-
macy into something unique.
Nonetheless, it is still a challenge for
the CTBTO to be seen or heard by a glob-
al audience. Its message and cause run
the risk of being lost in the sea of other
ongoing debates in today’s world, which
is troubled with so many pressing mat-
ters. Recognizing this problem, members
of the CTBTO Youth Group (CYG) aim to
raise awareness of the cause among their
peers and continue to fight for the mes-
sage to be heard. They do this in a variety
of ways, one being writing articles for dif-
ferent publications. This helps to inform
people of the importance of the CTBTO,

TECHNOLOGY IS EVERYWHERE: VISITORS AT THE 2017 INTERNATIONAL DAY AGAINST NUCLEAR TESTS

ple hashtags.

Communicating and
expressing CTBTO’s cause in an inter-
esting and fun way can help to make it
even more compelling and powerful.
Social media are where ideas, messages
and knowledge can be shared instantly,
swiftly and efficiently. Not only that, but
it is also one of the easiest ways to con-
nect with a global audience. After all, the
CBTO does cover the entire world.

Salwa Yang is 16 and a member of the
CTBTO Youth Group. She has many pas-
sions, among which are writing, thea-
tre and spreading the message of the
CTBTO.
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By Salwa Yang

Member of the CTBTO
Youth Group

Vienna, Austria
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SUPPORTING JOURNALISTS
COVERING NUCLEAR NEWS

By Peter Rickwood

his magazine is the work of the CTBTO Youth Group (CYG),
produced in coordination with the CTBTO Public Informa-
tion office with support from the CTBTO by the NGO Atom-
ic Reporters.
In case you are interested, Atomic Reporters is a
non-partisan Canadian incorporated non-profit, operating
with INGO status in Austria, supporting and providing resources to pro-
fessional and lay journalists.
We offer opportunities geared to the needs of journalists for help to
better understand technical and legal information about nuclear related
issues — addressing nuclear non-proliferation, safety and security.

Better reporting
would contribute
to amore engaged
public and more
responsive policy.

We have held workshops for journalists in Europe, India, and the
Middle East and been asked to advise various independent and govern-
ment organizations about working with journalists to find ways to keep
the public better informed. We also publish a range of material.

In 2017 Atomic Reporters launched the CTBTO Youth Group news-
room project at the CTBTO’s Science and Technology Conference,
SnT2017, as an experiment, encouraging CYG participants to report on
activities at the event and publish their articles. This magazine repre-
sents the evolution of that project.

The main challenge for professional and lay journalists alike ad-
dressing the nuclear issue is to bring clarity and urgency to a poorly
understood and neglected subject whose importance audiences need to
be better informed about to act upon.

“Better reporting would contribute to a more engaged public and
more responsive policy,” the founding statute of Atomic Reporters states.

The demise of traditional news media at the hands of the digi-
tal revolution creates opportunities and the need to find new ways to
deliver information and maintain conversation. Initiatives such as
NEWSROOM provide a platform for informed and articulate young
activists to highlight and share their concerns with audiences who oth-
erwise would not hear them.

It's not a big step from helping journalists working for commercial
media, to supporting members of the CYG to pick up pen, camera or
recorder and explore ways of engaging audiences.

The subject matter in these pages is too important to be left unad-
dressed and Atomic Reporters congratulates the contributors to the in-
augural edition of NEWSROOM on their contributions and hopes to be
able to contribute further to amplifying the voices of the CTBTO Youth
Group.

NEWSROOM

Go on a word hunt!

You are attending the CTBT Science Diploma-
cy Symposium 2018? Then join in our word
quiz to win an amazing prize! All we want
you to do is to identify a key sentence related
to the CTBT and the CYG. How to do it? You
have to read this magazine quite attentively,
because the sentence in question is hiding in
several places in NEWSROOM.

And here are your clues: find the words on
the following pages and bring them into the
correct order:

> Page 2, column 2, line 9, word 1
> p7, last line, w4

> p8, col2, line 6 from below, w3

> p9, col2, line 13 from below, w2&3
>p9, col2, line 16, last 2 words
>p10, line 4, w2

> pl2, col2, line 13 from below, w4
>p22, line 2, w3

> p24, line 1, w4&5

> p25, line 15, w2&3

>p29, line 1, w2

>p30, col2, line 1, w5

OK, so you think you found all of them? Atten-
tion, we don't count headers but we do count
lines in-between paragraphs!

So now you only have to piece them to-
gether so they make sense. This is where your
in-depth knowledge of the CTBT and nuclear
diplomacy comes into play!

If you think you have found the correct
sentence, write it down legibly on a piece of
paper and drop it in the collection box, which
may look like this:

Look out for signs for the collection box in the
Symposium premises.

So how does the draw work? Well, it’s a
first-come first-served game, so the prize goes
to whoever is fished out by the jurors first and
has submitted the correct answer.

Good luck!



http://www.atomicreporters.com
http://twitter.com/AtomicReporters
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