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Annotation. Russia-Ukraine War has reignited the debate over nuclear deterrence, put non-
proliferation gains at stake and may likely to cause implications for tension areas across the globe. This
has further shaken security assurances from United States, Nato in asymmetrical tension areas, and
perceived outcomes are exhibiting more alarming and scarier picture. Ukraine was promised security in
line with the 1992 Lisbon treaty. The treaty ensured that through giving up its nuclear weapons Ukraine
will be granted the means through which it can ensure its borders through conventional ways. In addition
to this, it was also provided guarantees of security by UK, the USA and Russia, should it ever face a
threat by an external force. However, as recent events have come to unfold. It has become obvious that
all such promises of security were of no use, that when Russia decided to take up arms against the state
of Ukraine there was not much standing between Ukraine and destruction.

The paper will examine how this war perpetuates and impacts in other tension areas. States like
South Korea and Iran who are being promised security might see this as a case study of why it is pertinent
for them to turn to nuclearization. Lastly, we shall also see the case study of South Asian theatre where
Pakistan, a financially weaker state chose to develop nuclear weapons irrespective of the promises that
the western nations made to deter India through nuclearization. And through these measures it has been
successful in maintaining deterrence and a relative balance of power with a much bigger adversary. In
the most important sense, the paper explores the impact of power equation on arms race and
nonproliferation, and it poses new threats to the power balancing in regions across the globe.

Keywords: Non-proliferation, Russia, Ukraine, War, Security Dilemma, Nuclearization, Iran,
South Korea, Global Tension Areas.

Basic provisions

The non-proliferation regime is set out to defend the world from overt
nuclearization. The world, having understood the threats that come with nuclear weapons
and the inflated cost of obtaining and securitizing them, turned to acknowledge the
importance of the non-proliferation regime. This view was challenged when Russia
invaded Ukraine, violating all agreements in order to annex the Russian speaking areas
along the border. The loss of lives and economic damage is only a part of the damage that
will be had from this war (around five thousand civilian casualties have been reported
according to different sources). One of the most important losses from this war will be



that of the non-proliferation regime. The Russian invasion of Ukraine has had major
implications for how the global tension areas approach the nuclear discourse.

Introduction

In this paper this shall be our main concern, to form a comprehensive understanding
of the damage that the Russian Invasion of Ukraine will bring to the non-proliferation
discourse and how it will change the attitudes and perceptions around the world about
their need for proliferation. We shall look at three important junctions across the world
that are important litmus tests for this change.

Russian invasion has set off alarms across the world and states actively analyse the
situation in order to determine their reorientation in global politics. We shall discuss the
case study of Iran, a state that has actively been prevented from achieving nuclear capacity
by the United States and allies in line with the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA) and other agreements, the two Koreas one of which has already had the nuclear
capacity since 2006, and the other which now understands nuclear weapons as a necessity
in order for its own survival. Thirdly, we shall be looking at the India Pakistan case study
which shows a nuclear deterrence maintaining a tension area between two asymmetrical
powers. The implications of the successful deterrence in southeast Asia coupled with the
Russian invasion of Ukraine makes for an interesting case study with implications that
have deep running impacts.

Theorizing the Puzzle

In this section let us attempt to formulate a theoretical structure that could help us
situate this conflict better. Our story begins with the Lisbon treaty of 1992 through which
Ukraine decided to give up its nuclear weapon. The cold war had just ended after the
collapse of Soviet Union and the inflated importance of the realist school had failed to
provide insight that an internal structural issue could very much lead to the collapse of the
great Soviet empire. This failure to predict the end of the cold war in this manner was the
single most important failure of the realist school that pushed people away from it. *

As the liberal school gained traction, the world set out on a large-scale institutional
building campaign. Thesis such as Fukuyama’s The End of History and the Last Man,
only further projected this view.? The Lisbon treaty, ultimately, was the result of this
thinking. The liberal morale, however, continued to fade over the course of the next two
decades. The rise of neo conservatives after the 9/11 attacks on Washington and the
resulting war on lIrag changed the global attitudes towards the idea of this utopian
‘capitalist perpetual peace’. The realist ideas began to gain traction once more.?

! Charles W. Kegley, “The Neoidealist Moment in International Studies? Realist Myths and the New International Realities:
ISA Presidential Address March 27, 1993 Acapulco, Mexico,” International Studies Quarterly 37, no. 2 (1993): 131-46.

2 Francis Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last Man (Simon and Schuster, 2006).

3 “The collapse of the Soviet Union and the subsequent end of the Cold War led scholars to pronounce realist tradition from
political realism through neo-realism obsolete and a return to the idealist tradition ... It argues that the events of 9/11



The debate around the nuclear weapons during the latter half of the twentieth
century and the twenty first century thus far is also influenced by this transformation of
the larger discourses. The nuclear nonproliferation arguments were also exasperated by
this transformation in the international politics. The 1990s saw a massive upsurge in the
support of nonproliferation arguments, however, as soon as 2006, North Korea had
already tested its nuclear weapons.

This brings us to our next point. One of the most crucial impacts that this war has
had is the creation of security dilemma in asymmetrical conflict areas. This is what has
happened in the Ukraine theater. Through giving up its weapons in the Lisbon treaty,
Ukraine agreed to an asymmetrical security situation, which it hoped would be upheld
through the various guarantees provided to it by the United Kingdom, the United States
of America and Russia.

This has also created a sense of security dilemmas within other asymmetrical
tension areas such as Iran and the Koreas. What this has done is to create a sense of
strategic vulnerability. This only implies that in order to assert their sovereignty, states
must prepare for much more drastic measures. For the weaker to uphold sovereignty, it
must develop absolute weapons for deterrence.

Revival of Nuclear Deterrence

As aresult of the 1992 Lisbon treaty Ukraine was provided a set of security measure
under the premise that it would give up its nuclear weapons to Russia. Ukraine agreed to
this protocol, and it gained economic incentives which boosted its ability to perform in
the global market. Ukraine, however, also lost a valuable instrument of deterrence. This
was in line with the post cold war perceptions about the new world. The absence of bipolar
competition in the global order led states to believe that there can be sustainable peace.
They were wrong.

The tensions between Russia and Ukraine have only continued to grow over the
past decade and a half. Russia has been involved in cross border radicalization of the
Russian speaking territories in East and South Ukraine. Fast forward to 2022, Russia
formally invaded Ukraine. As the world watched Russia launched missiles and ground
forces towards key Ukrainian cities.

The world prepared for tough decisions from the UK and USA. These decisions
however did not come. The UK and USA replied with economic sanctions against Russia.
This led to momentary devaluation of the Rubble which sank by 40% at one point only to
be stabilized later. There was also the concern of multinational companies pulling out of
Russia, according to one estimate, 35% of all foreign companies suspended operations in

showed academia in the International Relations (IR) field that realism remains generally applicable, whereas the idealist
tradition is inadequately applicable because of its utopian nature”, Poowin Bunyavejchewin, “Theories of International
Politics after the Incident of 9/11: The Richness and Weakness of Realist Tradition in the Twentieth-First Century,”



Russia.* USA announced massive arms support for the Ukrainian army. Over a hundred
million was provided to Ukraine and there have been new announcements of over $450
million military assistance. °

Description of materials and methods

To the surprise of the world there is a hesitation on part of NATO to directly
intervene in Ukraine. Russia threatened NATO tough repercussions should it choose to
intervene. Russia deployed a division of its nuclear capable Iskandar-M missiles in
Belarus along the Ukrainian border and with a range of over 400kms this put key
Ukrainian cities hostage.® These developments were seen across the entire world as the
discourse around the use of nuclear weapons surfaced once more.

This not only had impacts in Ukraine theatre, but it had a bleeding effect on the
Non-proliferation discourse as well. The nuclear non-proliferation discourse which
argued that there was no need to develop nuclear weapons in order to defend the borders
of a sovereign state were brought into question. Provided that Ukraine and the Budapest
memorandum had been the go-to case study for the proponents of nuclear non-
proliferation. Michael E. O’Hanlon and Bruce Riedel argue that the conflict has not had
the cost of human lives only, but the non-Proliferation discourse has been one of the most
important casualties.” In this paper, we shall look at the impact that these developments
have had on global tension areas around the world. We shall look at how this war is
contributing to proliferation debate in Iran and how, in ways it shows North Korea to have
made the right choice.

The Koreas in Focus

In the first Korean war, General McCarthy of the United States called for using
nuclear weapons on the communist forces in order to win the war. US however, very
wisely swayed away from any such deployments. Forty years later there were reports of
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) already attempting to secure nuclear
weapons. In 1994 when there was a visible intention to leave the NPT, the US tried to
push hard in order to keep North Korea away from achieving proliferation. They signed
an Agreed Framework that was focused on achieving this very purpose. However, this

4 For more detail see, DiPippo, G. (2022, June 22). Strangling the Bear? The Sanctions on Russia after Four months

> Details of spendings on the Ukraine war from the United states by, Starr, B., & Liebermann, O. (2022, June 23). Biden
administration announces $450 million in additional military assistance for Ukraine.

& Whitmore, B. argue about the Belarusian involvement with russia in their article, “Putin deploys nuclear-capable missiles
to Belarusian border with Ukraine”.

7 See O’Hanlon, M. E., & Riede, B. (2022, March 29). The Russia-Ukraine war may be bad news for nuclear
nonproliferation.



framework could not stand strong and by 2002 DPRK pulled out. In 2006, DPRK tested
its first underground plutonium based nuclear warhead.?

Since then, there have been multiple attempts by countries across the world to
control the north Korean threat and the developments have been interesting. There have
been moments of escalation and de-escalation between the two Koreas and between North
Korea and the United States. The war in the Russia Ukraine theatre has raised new
questions within the Korean theatre that were left unexplored earlier. It has raised
concerns about the impacts that the war will have in the discourse in the Korean Peninsula.

Results

There are arguments within South Korea as well that speak about development of
indigenous defence capacities independent of the United States, who currently stands as
the most important ally to South Korea. Andrew Yeon argues that “The crisis provides
the Yoon government greater justification for beefing up South Korean defence and
deterrence.” Furthermore, as North Korea continues to beef up its nuclear capacity, the
south also sees nuclearization as a viable solution.

Provided how South Korea itself depends upon the US for its defence against the
North Koreans. Snyder argues that South Korea must remain aware of the developments
in the Russia Ukrainian theatre in view of how to manage threats of aggression concerned
in specific with nuclear weapons. He argues “Both North and South Korea will be closely
watching the impact of Russian threats regarding the risks of nuclear escalation and their
implications for the Korean Peninsula”.® Sangsoo Lee and Carlotta Bischke argue that in
the aftermath of the Russia Ukraine war, North Korea will increasingly depend on its
nuclear arsenal to secure itself.1® Such discourses are absolutely dangerous to be brought
under discussion and to establish a discourse on this pretext can only lead to further
extenuation of already tight situations. These discourses also push the boundaries of an
already weak Non-proliferation regime.

There are also arguments concerning the possibility of South Korea deploying
tactical nuclear weapons from the US in order to combat the North Korean threat.
Additionally, there are some more radical perceptions that South Korea may develop its
own indigenous nuclear weapons in order to maintain command and control over such
weapons themselves independently of the US. These only reflect a crumbling trust in the
US. In the aftermath of the Russian Invasion, as the US and allies failed to flock to protect
the Ukrainian state with physical deployments but only through aid. There is a feeling that

& Davenport, K. talks about that Chronology of U.S.-North Korean Nuclear and Missile Diplomacy. He itterates its impoance
and how it has impacted their mutual ties.

9 Snyder, S. A. (2022, March 8). Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine and Implications for the Korean Peninsula. Retrieved from
Council on Foreign Relations: https://www.cfr.org/blog/russias-invasion-ukraine-and-implications-korean-peninsula

10 «The crisis provides the Yoon government greater justification for beefing up South Korean defense and deterrence. Amid
the Ukraine crisis, North Korea has all the more reason to cling to nuclear weapons”. Yeo, A. on How will South Korea’s
new president approach Russia’s Ukraine invasion?


https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2019/12/05/why-care-about-ukraine-and-the-budapest-memorandum/

there is a need for capacity building within each state about their defensive capabilities.
This is exactly what is happening in South Korea.
Discussions

As of now, as the situation stands, it appears that there is a widespread feeling that
the North Koreans had made a wise move when they pulled out of the NPT taking their
defence into their own hands. Provided this pretext, the North Korean state has survived
with little economic development but continues to hold a strong capacity to defend itself.

This also gives us a perspective that the Russia Ukraine war has contributed to the
development of nuclear proliferation discourse within the Korean Peninsula. This was an
expected logical outcome of a nuclear power attempting to overrun a non-nuclear weapon
state. This has created a sense of security dilemma within the region. This strengthens the
North Korean view that they need to adhere to their nuclear weapons and incentivizes the
South Koreans to secure nuclear weapons for establishment of deterrence. In this way, we
see how the Russia Ukraine theatre has contributed to a rising discourse of nuclear
proliferation in the Korean Peninsula.

The Iran Nuclear Deal in Focus

Let us now move on to discuss how the Russia Ukraine crisis has shaped the
dynamics around the Iran Nuclear deal. The events that have unfolded within Ukraine
have created a feeling of regret among the Ukrainians about letting go of their nuclear
weapons. These emotions have been felt across the globe and is a point of concern for
states that the non-proliferation regime is attempting to sway clear of nuclearization. In
the section above, we see how North Korea celebrates their dissent from the Non-
proliferation regime as having enabled them to secure their own defence. The emotions
in Iran reflect these developments and there is an indication that Iran would very readily
move in to secure this discourse in favour of its nuclear programme.

Iran always had a tendency to move towards nuclearization but was swayed away
from it through difference incentives from the west but mainly through the Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA). This agreement allowed Iran to stall its nuclear
programme and focus on other areas in partnership with the United States and allies. This
however, changed when the US seeing Iran’s inconsistency in adhering to the agreements
decided to pull out of the agreement during the Trump administration. Since then, there
have been attempts at restarting the deal in order to prevent this proliferation. One of the
main parties of this negotiation is, incidentally, Russia.

Sino Azodi looks into the implication that the Russia Ukraine war has for the Iran
theatre. He writes that the Iranian security policy is reorienting itself in light of the way
that the west has been unable to respond to Ukraine’s plight. The leading policy makers

1 “south Korea must carefully watch the nuclear dimensions of Russian aggression out of concern that those lessons might

be applied to the peninsula, both with respect to attacks on civilian nuclear power plants and how to handle and effectively
deter threats of nuclear use”. Robinson, K. in What Is the Iran Nuclear Deal?



and military generals argue that Iran should in no way give up its nuclear programme. The
discussions underway for giving up advanced missile systems and other armaments
should be put on hold or reconsidered provided the events at hand. He argues that the
Iranians ask the question, ‘why is that Ukraine is a defenseless country.’ In this way there
is a spillover of resentment of the non-possession of nuclear weapons by Ukraine to other
countries (specially Iran) which will in turn want to move urgently towards their own
nuclearization programme.*2

There are also discussions that this event is a flashpoint for Iran, particularly since,
Iran has the ability to choose between the US or Russia, as it sees fit. There is of course a
sense of realization that irrespective of the incentives that the west promises, none will
come to the aid of Iran should there be raised tension with the regional powers. Iran,
therefore, sees nuclearization as an absolute essential requirement for its own survival.

There is also another perspective that should be considered, one that argues that the
negotiations between Iran and United States have intensified since the start of the war.
Russia, itself a major player in the negotiations of the JCPOA, it appears now is actively
attempting to stall the negotiations. There are reports that Russia wants assurances from
the west that after any negotiations have become successful, they shall not be stopped
from trading with Iran. This comes as a necessary measure provided the extent of
sanctions that are currently imposed against the Russian state.

Generally, however, the attitudes of the Iranian leadership appear to be oriented
towards maintaining their Indigenous weaponization capacity. Even as talks among the
different parties continue, Iran has achieved over 60 percent uranium enrichment.
Enrichment that has no civilian uses only points to the tendency of Iran to approach
nuclearization. According to several estimates, at present Iran is not far away from
achieving weapon grade enrichment of Uranium. However, there are still shaky estimates
about how soon Iran can weaponize this capacity.*

If Iran were to go nuclear this would have massive consequences for the Middle
East as it would create a security dilemma for other states who would then attempt to
secure their own nuclear weapons. This would lead to a chain of events that would
promote proliferation of nuclear weapons and therefore under such foresight, the whole
idea of Iran’s nuclearization should be avoided I the first place. The events in Russia
clearly do not add to that but aid in turning the situation to a less preferable position.

12 For more see, Azodi, S in How Russia’s invasion of Ukraine is shaping national security debates in Iran.

13 See Erangler, S. in his Iran Nuclear Deal Nears Completion, but Russia Poses Complication for forming a better
understanding of how Russia’s war in Ukraine is influencing the negotiations from the perspective of the important role
that Russia has in these discussions as a purchasing party of Iran’s fission material.

14 Fathollah-Nejad, A talks about the impact that the Russia’s invasion will have on Iran and about the progress that has
been made in Iran’s nuclear programme. For more see his, “Russia's invasion of Ukraine and the nature of Iranian-Russian
relations”.



Russian invasion has carried with it the essence that nurtures the seeds of conflict around
the globe. The world should critically analyze the situation and move appropriately in
order to prevent the spillover effect of the Russian conflict which might be had in the form
of nuclear proliferation.

The Nuclear Deterrence in South Asia

Having gone through the impacts that the Russia Ukraine war has had in Iran and
the Koreas, let us look at the success of nuclear deterrence between India and Pakistan as
a case study of why nuclear deterrence appears to be such a wonderful prospect for the
weaker states. The concern is that in this theatre, time has shown that nuclear weapons
have been a plausible deterrent in keeping two states away from each other. And this is
an interesting case study, because at the time both the states acquired their nuclear
capacities they were rather equals in their economic and defence capacities but over time
their gap has grown drastically. This is pertinent because although the military capacity
of India has grown much larger than Pakistan’s, provided the presence of nuclear weapons
both states have been successful in keeping themselves away from active conflict even
though they have been at each other’s throat.

The conflict in the South Asian theatre therefore is not active but the tensions
continue to rise and fall. This system has remained clear of all influence from the Russia
Ukraine war and although both have taken different positions on the matter, the war does
not influence the nuclear policies of both states, but Infact asserts the importance of the
position held by both the states.

In the South Asian theatre, the possession of nuclear weapons by both parties
creates an interesting dynamic that is not necessarily the most stable but most certainly
contributes to prevention of large-scale war. This is a point taken up by Sander Ruben
who argues that the actual conflict between India and Pakistan has been below the
theoretically projected estimations. He argues that there is a tendency between both states
to participate in a conventional arms race under the nuclear umbrella, what some theorists
call the “stability instability” paradox.®®

There are indications that there is a hesitation to move towards large scale war that
may involve the Indian Cold Start Doctrine or Pakistan’s response to it, but as the situation
shows that, “This is an indication that the nuclear realm is more stable than the sub-
nuclear.” The relative stability achieved through this nuclear realm is shown through this
graph that Sander has presented.

15 For more, see Krepon, M. The Stability-Instability Paradox in South Asia.
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It is interesting because after every point of confrontation, the theoretical models
predict an escalated move towards cold start response, but somehow this never happens
and in practice, the response is usually much tame and reconciliatory. That is exactly what
is shown in this graph. A line that moves from militant attack to massive retaliation is
never followed but instead ends up on small scale limited responses.*® This doctrinal
overestimation can only be explained by the understanding that in practice nuclear
deterrence is a much more effective tool for prevention of conflict.

Zulfigar Khan also has much to add to the success that is achieved in Southeast
Asia because of nuclear deterrence. He argues that since 1998 when both the countries
achieved nuclear capability, Pakistan, a weaker state has been able to keep itself clear of
India owing to the effective nuclear deterrence. He writes, “War is still the most potent
instrument in the hands of states, but now, under the nuclear overhang, it is expected to
achieve political objectives without firing a single shot.” In situations such as these if the
nuclear deterrent were not present it would be expected from India to overrun Pakistan’s
political apparatus and establish itself as a regional hegemon. However, provided the
means of deterrence that Pakistan possesses, it has been able to keep a much larger foe at
bay and has been able to maintain its relative independence. It is however, because of this
uncomfortable position that there are tensions within the region.

These tensions, however, have never really contributed to an active threat of use of
nuclear weapons against each other. Realizing the potential of the threat both of these
states were already on the table for “bilateral Confidence and Security-Building Measures

16 See Aarten, S. Deterrence (In)stability Between India and Pakistan.



(CSBMs)” by February 1999.17 Thereby decreasing the threat of a full out nuclear war
between the two parties.

Let us now assess this situation in terms of what happened in Ukraine. In 1992
when Ukraine signed the Lisbon treaty it probably undervalued the importance of the
realist understanding of the situation and instead chose to establish a dependence on other
states. There are now clear indications that Ukraine regrets having made this decision and
in retrospect it would have been better should it have maintained control over its nuclear
weapons. Ukraine has been able to develop its economic sector rather excellently, but it
has undermined its ability to defend itself. 8

The Russia Ukraine position represents the Southeast Asian position without
nuclear weapons. Should Pakistan have chosen to keep itself away from the development
of nuclear weapons when it was provided with incentives not to do so by the US and other
western powers. Such a deal most certainly would have allowed Pakistan to flourish
economically as Ukraine has using the incentives it was provided at the Budapest
Memorandum. The negative impacts of taking such incentives are now clearer than ever
with the Russian Invasion of Ukraine. A weaker state that had no nuclear weapons has no
means to deter a much stronger adversary. In this way the situation reflects just how
important it is to maintain nuclear weapons in order to prevent conventional catastrophes.
Had Ukraine maintained its hold over its share of nuclear weapons, such a move would
have been unimaginable by the Russian forces.

Through this we do form an understanding of the important role that nuclear
weapons play in order to maintain deterrence and thereby decreasing the extent of conflict,
but it also shows the negative impacts that the Russian invasion of Ukraine has had for
the rest of the world. The Invasion further entrenches the idea that nuclear weapons are
the only way through which war could have been avoided and therefore provides an
incentive for governments around the world to question whether non-proliferation is truly
in their interest.

Conclusion

In this paper we have gone through the impact of the Russian Invasion of Ukraine
on different regions across the globe. It was the concern of this paper to look into the
damaging impact of the invasion on the non-proliferation regime. We have come to form
an understanding of the kind of reaction that has been generated by this war. We looked
at the changes in attitudes in the Korean region where the north Koreans are feeling more
confident about their decisions, and the south Koreans are now considering developing
their own defence capacities. There is also indication that the south may consider having
US nuclear weapons placed in its territory. We also saw Iran finding more reason to

17 For a better understanding of the Changing Dynamics of India-Pakistan Deterrence see Khan, Z. (2013).

18 Kelly, M. L. breiefly explores the history of the Ukraine’s nuclear weapons in Why Ukraine gave up its nuclear weapons
— and what that means in an invasion by Russia.



develop its indigenous nuclear weapons programme and how the negotiations for a non-
proliferation settlement are becoming more difficult. Lastly, we also looked at the
deterrence in the Indo-Pak theatre. The nuclear deterrence in Southeast Asia has been the
biggest reason contributing to no large-scale war between the two adversaries. There are
sub nuclear confrontations provided the nature of their border and relations, but none has
thus far developed into a large-scale head-to-head conflict. We have seen this through the
work of Sander who shows that in practice, the response to militances and border
exchanges of fire, there is a low tendency for the conflict to develop into something large
provided the nuclear overhang.

All this discussion has been made in order for us to be able to appreciate the impact
of the Russia Ukraine war on regions that appear to be absolutely disconnected to the
conflict. The impact mainly rises from the change in attitudes of the states and a changed
understanding of what the United States as a superpower can do for its ally should there
be an intrusion from an adversarial state. The implications from this event are catastrophic
and can in no way be understated.

The most pertinent implication of this conflict is the fact that by deteriorating the
mutual trust, Russia has evoked within all states a feeling that they cannot depend on
anyone to come to their protection, thereby rekindling the importance of the realist school.
And this is important because the non-proliferation regime is mainly fuelled by the liberal
idea that there will be no conflict that requires a nuclear deterrence. For all who claimed
such, the invasion in Ukraine was the shock that shattered their dome. The world will head
towards nuclear proliferation if this conflict is not appropriately responded to by the
parties of the Lisbon treaty simply for the reason that it sets a wrong precedent.

The way forward from this conflict is an interesting case. Ukraine is not a lost cause
and to say that there has been no help from the parties concerned would be an
overstatement. But has the response to the crisis, provided that Ukraine is a former nuclear
weapons state, been appropriate? That is a question many can debate over. But surely if
Ukraine has lost ground to Russia, then the response has not been adequate given that the
response should have been of a nature that it decried the importance of nuclear weapons,
since this is in fact a case for nuclear non-proliferation by the international community. If
a state, even Iran was to ask if the security provided to them in replacement to nuclear
non-proliferation would be adequate to substantiate the requirement for the nuclear
weapons in the first place, the answer most certainly would not be a yes. And to any
observer, that appears to be a weakening of the non-proliferation regime and unless the
non-proliferation regime can do just that, the world is in for a show of what states can do
in order to protect themselves and their interests.
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POCCHS -YKPAUHA BOMHA M HYKJIEAPU3AIIAA B 30HAX MUPOBOM
HAIIPA’KEHHOCTH

*Cymmap Uk6an babap?!, Tanxa [llakun?
*!JloxTop, mpenogasarens LIIKOIBI HOMMTHKA M MEXTYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIECHHIA
Ncnamabanckoro ynusepcuteta Kysia-u-Aszawm,
r. Ucnamaban, [Takucran, summar_ikbal@gmail.com
Tanxa [llaxun — actmpanT kadeapsl nomurraeckux Hayk SPIR Yuusepcurera Kyosiin-
n-Azam, Mcimama0an,.
r. Ucnamaban, [Takucran, Talha_sh.@gmail.com

AnHotanmsa. Boitna mexnay Poccueit m YkpamHoii BHOBb pa3oxkria nebaTsl O sSACpHOM
CAepKUBaHUM, TOCTABUJIA HA KapTy JOCTH)KEHUS B 00JaCTH HEPACIPOCTPAHEHUS U, BEPOSITHO, MOXKET
NPUBECTH K TMOCJEICTBUSM B 30HAX HANPSHKEHHOCTH IO BCEMY MHpPY. DTO eme Ooublie MoKoiedano
rapanTun 6Ge3onacHocTH co cropoHbl CoeauHeHHbIx IlItaroB 1 HATO B 30Hax acumMmeTpuuHON
HANPSDKEHHOCTH, W IPEIoJIaraéMble pe3yJibTaThl AEMOHCTPUPYIOT 00Jee TPEBOKHYIO U MYTarollylo
KapTuHy. YKpanHe Obuta obemana 0e30macHOCTh B COOTBETCTBHH ¢ JInccabonckum qoroBopom 1992
roga. JloroBop rapanTtupoBall, YTO, OTKA3aBIIHUCh OT CBOETO SJAEPHOTO OPYXKHUsS, YKpauHa MOIYYUT
CPEIICTBA, C MOMOIINBIO KOTOPBIX OHA CMOXKET OOECIICUUTh CBOM TPAHMIIBI OOBIYHBIMHU crioco0amu. B
JoToIHeHue Kk atomy, Benukooputanus, CILIA u Poccus npepoctaBuiu eMy rapaHTUR 0€30MaCHOCTH B
cilydae, eCliid OH KOrAa-I1u00 CTOJIKHETCS C yITPO30i CO CTOPOHBI BHELIHEH CUJIBI.

OpHako, Kak TOJBKO pa3BOpayuBaIOTCs mocieanue coObiTus. CTano O4YEeBHIIHO, YTO BCE ITH
oOemanus 0Oe30macHOCTH OeCroNe3Hbl, 4To, Korma Poccust pemmmia B3STBCS 3a OpY)KHE TIPOTHB
rocyjapcTBa YKpauHa, MexI1y YKpauHOW U pa3pylIeHHUEM He TaK Y>K MHOT'O CTOSIO.

B noxymenTe OyaeT paccCMOTPEHO, KaK 3Ta BOIIHA YBEKOBEUMBAET U BIIUSAET HA JApyrue 00JacTu
HanpspkeHHocTH. Takue rocynapcTBa, kak FOxnas Kopest u MpaHn, KoTopbiM 00€miatoT 6€30MacHOCTb,
MOTYT paccMaTpuBaTh 3TO KaK MPUMEpP TOTO, IOYEMY UM YMECTHO OOpaTUTHCS K SJAEPHOM MOIMTHKE.
Hakoner, MbI Takke YBUJIUM TEMATUYECKOE UCCIIEIOBAaHKE T€aTpa BOCHHBIX JeiicTBuil B FOxHOI A3un,
rae Ilakucran, Gonee cnaboe B (PMHAHCOBOM OTHOIIIEHUH TOCYIAapCTBO, PEIIMI pa3padoTaTh siiepHOE
Opy>KHe BOIIPEKH 00CIaHUsIM, KOTOPBIE 3aMajHble CTPaHbl AU AJIS cAep kuBaHus VIHANN TocpeicTBOM
AIEPHOMN SAJEPHON Iporpammel. M1 ¢ mOMOIIBIO 3THX MEp €My yAAJIOCh COXPAaHUTh CIEPKUBAaHUE U
OTHOCHTEJIbHBIN OajlaHc CWII ¢ ropa3fio Oosee KpyHmHbIM MPOTUBHUKOM. B Hambosiee Ba)KHOM CMBbICIIE
CTaThsl MCCJENYET BIMSHUE YPaBHEHHUS CUJI Ha FOHKY BOOPY)KEHUH M HEpaclpOCTpaHEHHE, a TaKXKe
CTaBUT HOBbIE YTPO3bI OANIAHCY CHJI B PErHOHAX 110 BCEMY MHUPY.

KuroueBnble cioBa: HepacmpocTtpanenue, Poccusi, YkpanHa, BoiiHa, quiieMMa O€30MaCHOCTH,
HykJseapuzanus, Upan, FOxxnas Kopes, 30HbI r1100aibHONM HaNpsi>KEHHOCTH.

PECEM - YKPAMHA COFBIC )KOHE 9JEM/IK IHUEJEHIC AUMAKTAPBIHIAFBI
AAPOJIBIK KAPYJIAH/ABIPY

*Cymmap Uk6an babap?!, Tanxa [lakun?
*Mcnamaban Kyoiin-e-A3zaM yHUBEPCHUTETIHIH JOKTOPLI, CasicaT :KoHE XalIbIKapasbiK
KaThIHACTAP MEKTEOIHIH OKBITYIIBICHI,
Wcnamaban k., [Takucran, summar_ikbal@gmail.com



2Tanxa [lakun — UcaamabanTars Kyniin-e-Azam ynuBepcuteTinid SPIR-ne cascarrany
FBUTBIMJIAPBIHBIH TOKTOPHI, Mcnamaban k., [Takucran, Talha_sh.@gmail.com

Annarna. Peceli MeH VYKkpanHa apachblHAAFbl COFBIC SIAPOJBIK Kapyabl TEXKey >KOHIHICTI
miKipranactapabl KailTa >KaHAaHIBIPIbl, TapaTiay calachblHAarbl TaObICTApAbl Kaylll TOHAIPIl KOHE
JYHUE SKY3IHAET1 BICTBIK HYKTEJepie cangapbl Oolybl MYMKiH. Bysl acMMMETpHSIIBIK IIHeNeHiC
ariMmakTapbiaga Amepuka Kypama [lItatrapsl MeH HATO-HBIH Kayinci3aik KENUIAITIH 01aH opi Oy36l
KOHE KYTUIETIH HOTIDKENIEp allaHJaTapIIbIK YKOHE KOPKBIHBIITHI KOpiHicTi kepcereni. 1992 xbuiFbl
Jluccabon kemicimi OoibIHIIIA YKpanHara Kayilnci3IiKTi KAMTaMachl3 e€Tyre youe Oepiii.

KemiciMm siaponblK KapyaaH Oac TapTy apKbUIbl YKpanHa ©3 IMIeKapajapblH OACTTeriae
KaMTaMachl3 €Te allaThlH KypaJlgap/bl anaTbiHbIHA Keniaaik Oepai. byran koca, ¥asiopuranus, AKII
xoHe Peceil oraH CHIPTKBI KYIITEP/ICH Kayill TOHTEH JKaFai1a Kayirci3Qik Kenuiairia oepi.

JlerenmeH, COHFBI OKUFanapablH OeTi ambuiabl. Kayinci3mik Typanbl MyHIal yonenepaid 0api
naiiaceI3 ekeri, Peceil YkpanHa MeMIIeKeTiHE KapChl Kapy allyFa MM KaOblaaraH Ke3ae YKpanHa
MEH >KOMBLITY apachlHAa Kell Hopce OoaMaraHbl Oenriiai O0IbL.

Kara3 OyJ1 COFBICTBIH KaJlall JKaJFacaThIHBIH JKOHE OacKa IIMeNIeHIC aiMaKTapbhlHA Kaylail acep
eTeTiHiH KapacTeipanbl. Kayincizaikke yone erinren OHrycTik Kopes meHn Mpan cUAKTBI MEMIIEKETTED
MYHBI HEJIKTEH SIPOJIBIK KapyJiaHyFa OeT OYpFaHBIH HAKTHl MBICATl PETIHAE KapacThIPybl MYMKIiH.
Conpinga, 013 connaii-ak bateic engepinid YHIICTaHABI SIPOJBIK KapyJIaHIbIPy apKbLUIbl TEXKEY YIIiH
OepreH yojelepiHe KapamacTaH, KapKbUIBIK JKaFbIHAH oJIci3 MemuiekeT [lokicTaH sIpoNbIK Kapy
xacayapl TaHjaaraH OHTYCTIK A3us TeaTphIHBbIH >KarnaiblH kepewmi3. Ocbl mapanap apKbUIBI O
QNJIeKal/Ia YIIKEH KapChUIACTICH TEXEY )KOHE CAJIBICTRIPMAITBI KYIII TENS-TeHITIH CaKTay1a COTTi OOJIIbI.
EH MaHbBI3IbI MaFbIHA/A, )KYMBIC KYII TEHJCYIHIH KapyllaHy >KapbIChl MEH TapaTiiayFa oCepiH 3epTTeiiai
JKOHE 01 OYK1JI 9JIeMJIeT] aiiMaKTapIaFbl KyaT TEHIepIMiHe KaHa Kayill TOHIIPE/Ii.

Tipek ce3nep: Snponsik Kapyasl Tapatnay, Peceil, Ykpanna, corbic, Kayilci3IiK JTUIEMMAcCHhI,
ApoJbIK Kapynanaslpy, Upan, OxTyctik Kopes, s)xahanbik mueneHic aiiMakTapsl
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