Treaties Can be Trusted.

Disarmament remains one of the key elements for a better, just and sustainable world. Many efforts have been made dealing with disarmament, some of which have been quite fruitful. But still, there is a lot to do to achieve the goal of general and complete disarmament.
Since nuclear disarmament is still far from complete . Even though there has been some progress made in this field (bilateral treaties, nuclear weapon free zones, Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty), there is still a lot of work to do in order to achieve the goal of a nuclear weapon free world. The nuclear weapon states committed themselves to disarm under the NPT (article VI) but nuclear disarmament rests a promise . The final document of the NPT review conference in 2000 called on the Conference on Disarmament (CD) to establish also a subsidiary body on nuclear disarmament. However, the CD continuously failed to do so, because of the differences between the nuclear weapon states on the one side (with the exception of China) and the non-nuclear weapon states on the other. The first group prefers bilateral agreements and does not consider the CD as the appropriate forum for such negotiations, whereas the second group wants these discussions to take part on a multilateral basis.

There was America and Russia’s agreement in mid-May 2002 to ‘cut their nuclear arsenals’, helping to ‘clear the way for new relations’ between the former Cold War enemies. ‘This…will liquidate the legacy of the Cold War’, declared President Bush. The implication is obvious – Western nations can be trusted to hold from dropping. Critics of such a view respond that the world has permanently changed, that the nations of the world have entered a New World Order in which major conventional wars and certainly nuclear weapons have been rendered obsolete, that some countries became strategic ally in the war against terrorism, and that they can be trusted to meet their new treaty obligations to disarm to the same low level of nuclear weapons as the US. But War is not obsolete and never will be as history has proven until the Lord himself returns to bring peace to the world’s nations. If history is to be our guide, there will be a major war within the next fifty years and nuclear weapons may well be employed in war once again. The “Nuclear countries” strategic nuclear force is fully funded and is likely to remain so for the next fifteen years or so. It is maintained at a relatively high states of readiness with frequent nuclear war exercises conducted by them against the possible enemies.

 For example: in May 2002, Putin and Bush signed the so-called Moscow Treaty that requires the two countries to cut the number of warheads on combat duty to between 1,700 and 2,200 a side. It allows both countries to store, rather than dismantle the warheads. It is the scrapping of the START-II strategic arms reduction treaty, however, that has allowed Russia to keep SS-19s on combat duty. 

Russia now has three missile armies and 16 divisions that have a total of 735 ICBMs armed with 3,159 nuclear warheads, according to Russian media reports. In October 2003, Putin stated that Russia retains the right to deliver preemptive military strikes. 

In February 2004, Russia said it successfully tested a new strategic supersonic system that would allow "deep maneuvering, both in altitude and course" of Russia's long-range missiles and avoid US defenses. Russian officials claimed that the prototype weapon proved it could maneuver so quickly as to make "any missile defense useless".

Articles of the NPT are concerned only with keeping nuclear capability away from non-nuclear states, and with creating a world in which nuclear states can inspect non-nuclear states to make sure they aren’t developing nuclear weapons. 
 

The NPT is not concerned with getting rid of nuclear weapons, but with codifying the divide between the ‘nuclear haves’ and the ‘nuclear have nots’ – between those states that are seen as trustworthy and civilized enough to own The Bomb and those that are seen as too untrustworthy and suspicious to be allowed anywhere near The Bomb. It is this divide that allows a nuclear power like America to threaten non-nuclear power North Korea with ‘annihilation’ if it ‘even thinks about’ developing nuclear weapons. It is this divide that allows the nuclear powers of the West to demand that non-nuclear powers like Iraq open up their countries to intrusive inspections. And it is this divide that makes the following a legitimate question: why shouldn’t third world states have nuclear bombs? 

So treaties are necessary to make mankind sure in their safety from nuclear conflicts. But also we should  believe in the honesty of “nuclear countries’” leaders. Exit from the treaties means the beginning of unpredictable events and fear in tomorrow day. 

