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INTRODUCTION 

Different areas are involved in international politics, like economic power, 

diplomacy, government ideology and lately even environmental issues. 

Nevertheless, military power has been present in international relations since the 

world was divided in empires. The importance of each empire was determined by 

the number of soldiers they had as well as the strategies they used which in 

compound can be defined as military power. During the birth of nations, the 

military was fundamental to define nation’s borders and how the world would be 

divided geopolitically. This element was key in both World Wars held in the 20th 

century to define the winners with a clear influence on what we have as an 

international system nowadays. In the 21st century, military power is still dominant 

when speaking of international relations even though tendencies go towards 

pacific settlement of disputes but the risk of military confrontations is always 

present1. 

Abstract: This paper called “Nuclear Disarmament and Non Proliferation: A view to possible 

changes” is a result of a wide investigation about this relevant topic in the international scope. It 

focus on the question of what could be the possible measures to make the disarmament and non-

proliferation regime effective and reach the goal of eliminating nuclear weapons in the world. The 

investigation includes a revision of international instruments which are part of the disarmament 

regime as well as from the institutions that address the issue. It also revise the role that the 

Security Council has had in the topic until now and the elaboration of a case study based in Iran in 

order to demonstrate the applicability of normative in this sense as well as the problems that 

appear. At the end, the paper provides a profound analysis of the spaces where measures can be 

taken to improve the system in order to reach the disarmament objective with the aim of 

answering the question and provide a possible solution to the problems that are analyzed 

throughout the document. 

Keyword: Quito Protocol, International, Nuclear Proliferation, International Regime 



Safari and Hasani., 2014 

 

 

210 January, 2014 

On that note, the development of powerful and innovative weapons has been 

crucial in government’s policies. These policies were developed in the constant risk 

that states believe they are due to potential armed conflicts and the subsequent 

necessity of “being secured.” Security has always been stick to how armed a 

country may be with the ineludible consequence of a race between actors in the 

international arena to determine who has the most weaponry or who has the 

weapon that will damage the most to the enemy. In this regard, weapons like the 

bow and arrow, bayonet, grenades, tanks, explosives, chemical weapons, napalm, 

among others are examples of how countries have worked hard to develop the 

most destructive devices to eliminate enemies. In this desire, humans developed 

weapons that are able not only to eliminate enemies but to affect dozens of 

generations and some would say that these devices can eliminate any kind of life 

over the earth when talking about Nuclear Weapons. 

 

BACKGROUND 

Nuclear proliferation is the spread of nuclear weapons, fissionable material, 

and weapons-applicable nuclear technology and information to nations not 

recognized as "Nuclear Weapon States" by the Treaty on the Nonproliferation of 

Nuclear Weapons, also known as the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty or NPT. 

Leading experts on nuclear proliferation, such as Etel Solingen of the University of 

California, Irvine, suggest that states' decisions to build nuclear weapons is largely 

determined by the interests of their governing domestic coalitions. 

Proliferation has been opposed by many nations with and without nuclear 

weapons, the governments of which fear that more countries with nuclear 

weapons may increase the possibility of nuclear warfare (up to and including the 

so-called "countervalue" targeting of civilians with nuclear weapons), de-stabilize 

international or regional relations, or infringe upon the national sovereignty of 

states. 

Four countries besides the five recognized Nuclear Weapons States have 

acquired, or are presumed to have acquired, nuclear weapons: India, Pakistan, 

North Korea, and Israel. None of these four is a party to the NPT, although North 

Korea acceded to the NPT in 1985, then withdrew in 2003 and conducted 

announced nuclear tests in 2006, 2009, and 2013. One critique of the NPT is that it 

is discriminatory in recognizing as nuclear weapon states only those countries that 

tested nuclear weapons before 1968 and requiring all other states joining the 

treaty to forswear nuclear weapons. 

Research into the development of nuclear weapons was undertaken during 

World War II by the United States (in cooperation with the United Kingdom and 

Canada) Germany, Japan, and the USSR. The United States was the first and is the 

only country to have used a nuclear weapon in war, when it used two bombs 

against Japan in August 19452. With their loss during the war, Germany and Japan 

ceased to be involved in any nuclear weapon research. In August 1949, the USSR 
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tested a nuclear weapon. The United Kingdom tested a nuclear weapon in October 

1952. France developed a nuclear weapon in 1960. The People's Republic of China 

detonated a nuclear weapon in 1964. India exploded a nuclear device in 1974, and 

Pakistan tested a weapon in 1998. In 2006, North Korea conducted a nuclear test. 

 

NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT and NON-PROLIFERATION REGIME  

There are several instruments in the international framework regarding 

nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament even though not all of them work but 

try to address the different areas of impact that this already industry has produced 

worldwide. Of these instruments, there are two that have an important weight in 

the international structure regarding this topic: the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-

Ban Treaty (CTBT) and the proposed Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty (FMCT). These 

contain specific measures focused on securing nuclear weapons, materials, and 

technology from potential terrorists and state carriers as well as reducing 

proliferations risks . 

In addition, the Nuclear Suppliers Group is another initiative as well as the 

Proliferation Security Initiative. The Nuclear Suppliers Group was founded in 1974 

in response to the Indian nuclear test of that year, and it works as the informal 

arrangement of 46 nuclear supplier states that seeks to prevent, through the 

coordination of national export controls, the transfer of equipment, materials and 

technology that could contribute to nuclear weapons programs in states other 

than those recognized as nuclear-weapon states in the framework of the NPT. As 

a consequence of this initiative the Security Council, in Resolution 1172, provided 

a waiver to India in order to allow them make negotiations with the NSG under 

safeguards which was a very polemic action due to the interests that were crashed 

to Pakistan as the first enemy of India. The Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI) was 

launched by the United States in May 2003, with the purpose of interdicting ships, 

aircraft, and vehicles suspected of carrying nuclear and other weapons of mass 

destruction, ballistic missiles, and related technologies from exporting and 

importing countries that are under suspicion of proliferation. This measure was 

one of the desperate measures ordered by former President George W. Bush as 

one of the points in his strategy to tackle terrorists3. So far, there is no evidence 

that any terrorist group in the world have a nuclear device or even have the 

capability to build one but the main objective of this initiative was to prevent 

terrorists from acquiring such a destructive measure. 

 

 NUCLEAR NON- PROLIFERATION TREATY (NTP)  

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) is the most widely ratified arms 

control and non-proliferation treaty, with 189 states party. After a decade of 

negotiation beginning in the late 1950s, the treaty was opened for signature in 

1968 and entered into force in 1970. This alternative came up as a great 

opportunity to control countries in their aim of arming themselves to protect from 

their enemies. In this regard, one of the most relevant topics is the issue of non-

proliferation to states recognized by the treaty as non-nuclear, including all states 
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other than China, France, Russia, the UK, and the United States. This differentiation 

has brought huge debates on how unfair it is for the controlled states for other 

“VIP” states that are allowed to manage this kind of weaponry. However, the debate 

is useless as these were the WWII winners and their legitimacy has been proven by 

the United Nations to which every nation in the world is signatory and it implies 

preferential benefits to these countries. Furthermore, the great challenge 

established in the treaty resides in preventing non-nuclear weapons states (NNWS) 

from acquiring nuclear technologies4. A third area of application, which is not 

contained in the NPT but its concept has been largely developed in this area, is that 

of the countries that already possess nuclear technology but do not have nuclear 

weapons and are characterized as the potential Nuclear Weapons States or 

threshold states, which actually are the ones that represent the most immediate 

and imminent threat when analyzing nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation. 

Threshold states are the largest potential risk to the whole Nuclear Disarmament 

regime and in situations like the recent problem in Libya lead to the idea that the 

world is not secure with these instruments and that it depends on the decision of 

one bad dictator if we survive or not. In this category there are several states 

contemplated such as: Argentina, Brazil, Sweden, South Africa, Iran, Libya, Taiwan, 

Japan, Australia, Spain, Italy, Switzerland, Netherlands, among others. Argentina 

became a risk to international security when the war with United Kingdom was 

held due to the inequality of conditions between them and the possession of 

nuclear technology by Argentina. Iran is a case that in these days brings uncertainty 

to the whole regime and the rest of the world and it’s a case that will be explained 

afterwards. The volatility of a leader like Muammar Al-Qadaffi was a constant 

threat to the aims of the NPT specially on the whole story on how it acquired 

nuclear technology from France in a negotiation with terrorists situation. The case 

of Taiwan is also a potential risk as its rivalry with China could derive in a difficult 

confrontation. All other countries do not represent a risk and historically never did 

but that does not mean they won’t have a conflict and they won’t have the option 

of developing nuclear weapons . 

 

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY (IAEA)  

The International Atomic Energy Agency was the institution that countries 

thought would be the most appropriate to be in charge of verifying that countries 

are complying with the existing regime. The IAEA is guided by its Statute, which was 

adopted unanimously by 81 original Member States on October 23, 1956. In this 

regard, this instrument has been amended three times, in 1969, 1973, and in 1989 

due to the current need that at those times were important for member states. 

The initial inspiration to found the Agency was based on a speech given by US 

President Dwight D. Eisenhower to the United Nations General Assembly in 1953 

bearing in mind that was one of the promoters of having a regime to control such 

dangerous devices. This intervention is better known as the “Atoms for Peace” 
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address, where Eisenhower proposed the creation of an international body that 

would regulate the peaceful uses of nuclear energy in his quality as President of 

the major power that the world had in those days. 

The IAEA is officially an independent body from the United Nations; however, 

it entered into a formal relationship with this organization with an agreement 

adopted in 1959 that was needed in order to avoid overlap between both 

institutions and work in coordination to reach better results.51 Under this 

agreement, the IAEA reports annually to the General Assembly and also reports to 

the Security Council on matters of international peace and security, as well as on a 

case-by-case basis when an IAEA member state is in non-compliance with its 

nuclear safeguard obligations. These interventions have covered more importance 

with time as the IAEA has become vital in important crisis where the biggest fear 

was a possible nuclear war or at least the use of one over a population causing 

huge damage to everything on it . 

In this regard, there are three defining areas of nuclear cooperation that 

guide the work of the Agency: “Safeguards and Verification; Safety and Security; 

and Science and Technology.” To fulfill the objectives of Safeguards and 

Verification, the Agency oversees inspections of nuclear facilities to ensure that 

known safeguarded nuclear materials are not used for military means which is the 

most important role of the IAEA in relation to non-proliferation. In relation to 

nuclear Safety and Security, the Agency works to protect people from exposure to 

radiation by establishing international norms and guidelines for ensuring the 

security of nuclear materials and facilities. 

 

 ROLE OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL  

Within the powers and responsibilities of the most important organ in 

international security and peace is the fact of addressing those elements that 

constitute a threat and would endanger life in the planet. The role of the Security 

Council regarding Nuclear Disarmament and Non-Proliferation has not been 

constantly active; nevertheless the United Nations Charter in its 26th Article 

delivers the responsibility of promoting disarmament to this organ. In this regard, 

it is important to point out that the Council in its fundamental mandate of 

addressing threats and breaches to international peace and security acted in 

Israel´s nuclear programs in 1981, Iraq´s nuclear program from 1991 to 2007, 

nuclear tests by India and Pakistan in 1998, Iran´s non-compliance to IAEA´s 

mandate in 2006, among others. It is important to point out that the Security 

Council intervention has been fundamental in cases where the world was facing a 

threat related to dangerous armament for conflicts. In this context, heads of state 

in a Council meeting in 1992 determined that Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD) 

proliferation is a threat to international peace and security opening the possibility 

of acting under Chapter VII of the Charter if an event of this nature appears in the 

international scope.73 This decision was ground breaking and set a key precedent 

to the goal of disarmament. Under this premise, the Council acted under Chapter 

VII in 2004 through S/RES/1540 requiring all states to establish controls over WMD 
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and the means to deliver them and to enact and enforce the necessary national 

implementing legislation with the objective of prohibiting terrorists and other non-

state actors from developing, acquiring and using these kinds of weapons. Even 

though, critiques argue that this kind of measures came up when the United States 

was a huge victim of terrorist attacks and decided to declare war on terrorism, it 

was an important step attack one of the main risks of the existence of nuclear 

armament in the world. A crucial year regarding the role of the Security Council in 

this topic was 2009 due to various events5. The United Kingdom came up with a 

new initiative on nuclear disarmament as well as France will to reduce its nuclear 

arsenal. United States President, Barack Obama, stipulated its will to reduce the 

country´s stockpiles in order to work towards a world free from Nuclear Weapons 

as well as its posterior agreement with Russia in the Strategic Arms Reduction 

Treaty. 

 

 STUDY CASE  

Due to the complexity of the topic, there are several cases to analyze as 

circumstances where the regime has been proven to function or not. Iran, for 

instance, is a particular case where the country has not satisfied the International 

Atomic Energy Agency need for it to collaborate. The IAEA has done innumerable 

attempts to work with the country and at the same time trying to do its work. Iran 

has not accepted to all the interventions and has defended its sovereign right to 

maintain information in confidentiality. Its nuclear program is, according to the 

Iranian government, for peaceful objectives while a part of the international 

community argument that this program is doubtful and has a high risk of becoming 

a program that develops nuclear weapons. Nevertheless this can also be guided 

by the image that some countries have projected by Iran like Israel or the United 

States. On the other hand, Iran´s premier has done efforts to make the 

international community believe he is a conflictive leader for declarations such as 

“Israel should disappear from the world map.” The case of Iran is interesting as it’s 

not a case that just popped up but it has several years present in the international 

topics and its interesting how recently it has become a priority in the disarmament 

and non-proliferation agenda . 

Even though Iran has proven to avoid the international instruments regarding 

Nuclear Weapons, Iran signed the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty in 1968, ratified 

it in1970, and since February 1992 has allowed the IAEA to inspect its nuclear 

facilities even though Iran already signed the Safeguards Agreement in 1974. Its 

signature and ratification is a symbol of good faith by the authorities of Iran 

historically. In addition to this, the IAEA released the Additional Protocol to the 

Safeguards Agreement, in 1997, which Iran signed in 2003 but has not ratified until 

now. This signature could be vital in order to revert all the polemic about nuclear 

armament in the country as is one of the reasons why international community 

suspects that its nuclear program is not for pacific purposes . 
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Simultaneously, Iran´s nuclear program has 55 years of history. In 1957, the 

United States and Iran accorded a civil nuclear cooperation agreement which 

included technical assistance and the lease of enriched uranium to Iran. Ten years 

later, Iran opened a nuclear research center sponsored by the United States with 

a research reactor. In 1974, Iran had its first two nuclear energy reactors in Bushehr 

sponsored by a private German firm. Nevertheless, these reactors had to suspend 

its construction and they were bombed during the Iran-Iraq war leaving them 

totally destroyed. Until 1978, Iran tried to negotiate with United States in order to 

have enough capacity to exploit nuclear energy; however politics inside the US 

stopped the negotiations due to the fact that authorities considered inconvenient 

for Iran to have this kind of energy. That year, an agreement was reached between 

both nations in order to guarantee high enriched uranium fuel to Iran6. 

 

DISCUSSION  

In these days, the issue of achieving nuclear disarmament and non-

proliferation is a challenging topic for the international community as it is vital to 

maintain international peace and security. In this regard, it is important to highlight 

the relevance that this topic should have. Being the Security Council the most 

important body when talking about security and peace in the world, the existence 

of instruments that can destroy the world in no time is a matter of extreme 

importance of the international arena. With these facts noted, the NPT and the 

IAEA are key tools to enforce the nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation; 

however the role of the Security Council must be more active than its historical 

actions. In order to find solutions it can be useful to answer the next questions: 

What has been the role of the International Community regarding the topic? Does 

this role have been effective through time in order to achieve the long term goal of 

disarmament and non-proliferation? Is the NPT an effective instrument or 

alternative measures should be taken? Does the functions and structure of the 

IAEA is efficient or should it have more Security Council support? Does the issue 

needs more instruments that can norm states towards complete disarmament? 

What could be the incentives for NWS to reduce their nuclear arsenal and long 

term elimination? What could be the incentives stop NNWS from acquiring nuclear 

weapons? What measures can the Security Council take in order to impose 

resolutions over countries regarding this topic specially? It is essential to 

understand that nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation is a determining 

factor for the present and the future security of the world, therefore for the 

prevailing peace in the international arena . 

Throughout this document, the different scenarios where the framework 

regarding disarmament and non-proliferation can improve have been analyzed. 

The results are not very positive as there is a whole political trap around the topic 

but there are certainly several challenges and possible actions that could be done. 

Non-NPT states should freeze their own nuclear-weapon capabilities and make 

their own disarmament commitments. There are too much variables in this topic 

that makes it really complex to solve or even address in an effective manner. Some 
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would say that the long term goal of nuclear disarming is impossible to reach if the 

world powers don’t agree to do so. Some, more optimists would say that with time, 

countries will understand that having destructive devices is not beneficial for the 

planet and would abide to the existent regime. Others would say that achieving 

disarmament is a matter of enforcing the existent regime. There is no delineated 

path to follow in this topic which makes it fascinating. Nonetheless, the final 

conclusion is that there are ways to promote disarmament and non-proliferation 

in a sustainable and efficient manner but the obstacles are found in member states 

and their actions. So long, there are no ways to influence on those attitudes and 

the international system awaits new more rational leaders to come. It seems like 

this theory is utopic so the most viable way is to use the instruments and resources 

available towards a stronger commitment from countries to worldwide goals and 

international law. This is of extreme necessity as the future of the world resides in 

the same countries that compose it and if a new world conflict appears with 

nuclear armed actors probably the world will disappear and that is something that 

the international community should be aware of. 
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