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[Jimmy Carter's critique of the US-India nuclear deal points to major flaws in Bush-administration policies destructive of the non-proliferation
regime. Directed toward building US Congressional and public opposition to the nuclear deal, it ignores other critical elements at stake. The
central point elided here is the failure of the US above all, but all other nuclear powers as well, to honor their own part of the NPT agreement: this
requires that they move expeditiously to reduce and ultimately eliminate all nuclear weapons. Instead, the US is embarked on building and testing
a new generation of nuclear weapons and extending its nuclear reach to outer space. MS]

During the pas t five years  the United States  has  abando ned many o f the nuclear arms  co ntro l agreements  nego tiated s ince the
adminis tratio n o f Dwight Eisenho wer. This  change in po licies  has  sent uncertain s ignals  to  o ther co untries , including No rth Ko rea
and Iran, and may enco urage techno lo gically capable natio ns  to  cho o se the nuclear o ptio n. The pro po sed nuclear deal with India is
jus t o ne mo re s tep in o pening a Pando ra's  bo x o f nuclear pro liferatio n.

The o nly subs tantive co mmitment amo ng nuclear-weapo n s tates  and o thers  is  the 1970  No n-Pro liferatio n Treaty (NPT), accepted by
the five o riginal nuclear po wers  and 182 o ther natio ns . Its  key o bjective is  "to  prevent the spread o f nuclear weapo ns  and weapo ns
techno lo gy . . . and to  further the go al o f achieving nuclear disarmament." At the five-year U.N. review co nference in 2005, o nly
Is rael, No rth Ko rea, India and Pakis tan were no t participating -- three with pro ven arsenals .

Our go vernment has  abando ned the Anti-Ballis tic Mis s ile Treaty and spent mo re than $80  billio n o n a do ubtful effo rt to  intercept
and des tro y inco ming interco ntinental miss iles , with annual co s ts  o f abo ut $9  billio n. We have also  fo rgo ne co mpliance with the
previo us ly binding limitatio n o n tes ting nuclear weapo ns  and develo ping new o nes , with anno unced plans  fo r earth-penetrating
"bunker bus ters ," so me secret new "small" bo mbs , and a mo ve to ward deplo yment o f des tructive weapo ns  in space. Ano ther lo ng-
s tanding po licy has  been publicly reversed by o ur threatening firs t use o f nuclear weapo ns  agains t no n-nuclear s tates . These
decis io ns  have aro used negative respo nses  fro m NPT s ignato ries , including China, Russ ia and even o ur nuclear allies , who se
co mpetitive alternative is  to  upgrade their o wn capabilities  witho ut regard to  arms  co ntro l agreements .

Las t year fo rmer defense secretary Ro bert McNamara summed up his  co ncerns  in Fo reign Po licy magaz ine: "I wo uld characterize
current U.S. nuclear weapo ns  po licy as  immo ral, illegal, militarily unnecessary, and dreadfully dangero us ."

It mus t be remembered that there are no  detectable effo rts  being made to  seek co nfirmed reductio ns  o f almo s t 30 ,000  nuclear
weapo ns  wo rldwide, o f which the United States  po ssesses  abo ut 12,000 , Russ ia 16 ,000 , China 400 , France 350 , Is rael 200 , Britain
185, India and Pakis tan 40  each -- and No rth Ko rea has  sufficient enriched nuclear fuel fo r a half-do zen. A glo bal ho lo caus t is  jus t
as  po ss ible no w, thro ugh mis takes  o r mis judgments , as  it was  during the depths  o f the Co ld War.

Kno wing fo r mo re than three decades  o f Indian leaders ' nuclear ambitio ns , I and all o ther pres idents  included them in a co ns is tent
po licy: no  sales  o f civilian nuclear techno lo gy o r unco ntro lled fuel to  any co untry that refused to  s ign the NPT.

Indian nuclear explo s io n

There was  so me fanfare in anno uncing that India plans  to  impo rt eight nuclear reacto rs  by 2012, and that U.S. co mpanies  might win
two  o f tho se reacto r co ntracts , but this  is  a minuscule benefit co mpared with the po tential co s ts . India may be a special case, but
reaso nable res traints  are necessary. The five o riginal nuclear po wers  have all s to pped pro ducing fis s ile material fo r weapo ns , and
India sho uld make the same pledge to  cap its  s to ckpile o f nuclear bo mb ingredients . Ins tead, the pro po sal fo r India wo uld allo w
eno ugh fis s ile material fo r as  many as  50  weapo ns  a year, far exceeding what is  believed to  be its  current capacity.

So  far India has  o nly rudimentary techno lo gy fo r uranium enrichment o r pluto nium repro cess ing, and Co ngress  sho uld preclude the
sale o f such techno lo gy to  India. Fo rmer senato r Sam Nunn said that the current agreement "certainly do es  no t curb in any way the
pro liferatio n o f weapo ns-grade nuclear material." India sho uld also  jo in o ther nuclear po wers  in s igning the Co mprehens ive Nuclear
Tes t Ban Treaty.

There is  no  do ubt that co ndo ning avo idance o f the NPT enco urages  the spread o f nuclear weapo nry. Japan, Braz il, Indo nes ia, So uth
Africa, Argentina and many o ther techno lo gically advanced natio ns  have cho sen to  abide by the NPT to  gain access  to  fo reign nuclear
techno lo gy. Why sho uld they adhere to  self-res traint if India rejects  the same terms? At the same time, Is rael's  unco ntro lled and
unmo nito red weapo ns  s tatus  entices  neighbo ring leaders  in Iran, Syria, Turkey, Saudi Arabia, Egypt and o ther s tates  to  seek such
armaments , fo r s tatus  o r po tential use. The wo rld has  o bserved that amo ng the "axis  o f evil," no nnuclear Iraq was  invaded and a
perhaps  mo re threatening No rth Ko rea has  no t been attacked.
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Greenpeace Po s ter: Abo lish Nuclear Weapo ns

The glo bal threat o f pro liferatio n is  real, and the des tructive capability o f irrespo ns ible natio ns  -- and perhaps  even so me terro ris t
gro ups  -- will be enhanced by a lack o f leadership amo ng nuclear po wers  that are no t willing to  res train themselves  o r certain
cho sen partners . Like it o r no t, the United States  is  at the fo refro nt in making these crucial s trategic decis io ns . A wo rld armed with
nuclear weapo ns  co uld be a terrible legacy o f the wro ng cho ices .

Former U.S. president Carter is founder of the Carter Center. This article appeared in the Washington Post on March 29, 2006. Posted at Japan
Focus on March 29, 2006.
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