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THE NUCLEAR BAN TREATY: WHAT WOULD FOLLOW?

In May 2017, negotiators at the United Nations introduced a draft convention to prohibit
the possession of nuclear weapons, as a way to hasten progress toward eventual nuclear
disarmament, as called for in the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). All the nuclear-
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allies. Unfortunately, the good motives behind the treaty do not mean it will enhance George Perkovich is the Ken
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It may even have unintended consequences that make these goals harder to achieve. Yet there and a vice president for studies at
are steps that nuclear-armed states could take, perhaps nudged along by their allies, to help the Carnegie Endowment for
heal rifts that the proposed ban treaty has highlighted. International Peace.
Rationale and Potential Pitfalls
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The process of designing a prototype disarmament regime would address vital questions
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An international debate is needed on the conditions, if any, under which the first use of
nuclear weapons could be necessary and legitimate. States could stimulate such a debate
by seeking to bring the use of nuclear weapons under the jurisdiction of the International @ @CarnegieEndow
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