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Feature Item: “Will South Korea Go Nuclear?” Authored by Robert Einhorn and Duyeon Kim;
Published by the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, Chicago, IL; 15 August 2016.
http://thebulletin.org/will-south-korea-go-nuclear9778

North Korea’s fourth nuclear test in January led to renewed calls in South Korea for the country to
build its own nuclear arsenal. Comments by high-profile politicians, conservative media outlets, and
some academics are a source of much concern in Washington and the international security
community. But these highly publicized, pro-nuclear reactions from a small minority provide a
misleading impression of the likelihood that the Republic of Korea will actually pursue its own
nuclear capability.
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Nuclear Weapons and First Use
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EDITORIAL: Abe Should Be Backing Obama’s ‘No First Use’ Nuclear Proposal

Return to Top

Issue No.1229, 19 August 2016
United States Air Force Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies| Maxwell AFB, Alabama
https://cuws.au.af.mil \ https://twitter.com/USAF_CUWS
Phone: 334.953.7538

USAF Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies
(CUWS) Outreach Journal
Deutsche Welle (DW) – Bonn, Germany

USA Wants More Modern Nuclear Bombs in Germany: Report
US President Barack Obama intended to make nuclear disarmament one of his government's goals.
But now the US intends to modernize its nuclear weapons stationed in Germany, according to media
reports.
By Timothy Jones (dpa)
13 August 2016

Germany's air force is preparing to adapt some of its Tornado warplanes to carry more up-to-date
US atom bombs in light of plans by Washington to modernize its nuclear arsenal in Germany, media
reported on Saturday.
The German newsmagazine "Spiegel" reported that US President Barack Obama had approved the
last phase of development for the atom-bomb model B61-12, which is to go into full-scale
production from 2020.
Washington then intended to station some of the modernized weapons at the Büchel air base
(pictured) in Germany's western Eifel region, according to the report.
Cold War legacy

Experts estimate that 10 to 20 nuclear warheads from the Cold War period are currently stored in
Büchel, with German Tornado warplanes standing by to carry them if it is deemed necessary. The
area is under strict protection, with some US soldiers also stationed there.
Although the German parliament said in 2010 that it was in favor of having the weapons
withdrawn, the government at the time, which consisted of Chancellor Angela Merkel's
conservative CDU-CSU bloc and the liberal FDP, stated that this would not happen without the
agreement of Germany's NATO allies.

"Spiegel" reported that the US armed forces intended to modernize other elements of their nuclear
arsenal as well. The magazine reported that they had called on the arms industry to come up with
proposals for a new generation of nuclear long-range missiles and cruise missiles by 2017.
Threat from Russia?

The plans come as Poland and Baltic states urge NATO to up its nuclear and other military
deterrents in the face of what they see as Russia's territorial aggression.

The plans for modernization would seem to contradict US President Barack Obama's stated goal of
nuclear disarmament, an objective he pledged to pursue at the start of his first term in office in
2009.
Germany itself has pledged not to create nuclear weapons under the terms of the Nuclear NonProliferation Treaty.

http://www.dw.com/en/usa-wants-more-modern-nuclear-bombs-in-germany-report/a-19472138
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Sputnik International – Russian Information Agency

Ex-White House Weapons Chief: US Nukes at Turkey’s Incirlik Air Base Aren’t Safe
15 August 2016

The Director for Defense Policy and Arms Control on the White House National Security Council
staff for President Bill Clinton cautions that the B-61 tactical nuclear weapons stored in Turkey
could easily be seized by jihadists.

"There are no do-overs in history, but there are lessons," says the former top White House arms
control official Steve Andreasen. "What if the Turkish base commander at Incirlik had ordered his
troops surrounding the perimeter of the base to turn their guns on the US soldiers that reportedly
guard US nuclear storage bunkers there?"

The question posed by Andreasen plagues the minds of the America’s national security
establishment in the wake of the failed government overthrow in Turkey as an increasingly
frustrated Erdogan regime has laid the blame for the coup squarely at the feet of the United States
both for failing to extradite alleged mastermind Fethullah Gulen and also for an array of reasons
resembling conspiracy theories.

Last week, Erdogan himself claimed that Fethullah Gulen was only "a pawn" hinting that the United
States was the real adversary of the Turkish people, a charge that has been leveled repeatedly
by Ankara’s top officials beginning when Labor Minister Soylu Suleyman said in an interview that
“the US is behind the coup” and carried forth in the pages of the Turkish press who went so far as to
publish the picture of a top US general in an article titled "The Man Behind the Coup."

The situation facing NATO’s storage of nuclear weapons in Turkey was already among the defense
alliance’s most critical vulnerabilities with the base, holding at least 50 B-61 tactical nuclear
weapons with a charge upwards of a 100 times the power of the Hiroshima bomb, sitting only 60
miles (97km) away from Daesh strongholds across the Turkish-Syrian border.

The danger of jihadists engaging in an offensive on the critical NATO base is that much greater
with the Turkish people, and increasingly the country’s officials, expressing disdain for the alliance.

"We are in for a long stretch of political uncertainty in Turkey, exacerbated by growing antiAmericanism," explains Andreasen. "Any nuclear weapons stored there are more likely
to complicate than to improve the domestic political currents in play."

The national security expert provides a very simply prescription for the potential danger
to America’s national security interests – "Let’s get our nuclear weapons out of Turkey."

http://sputniknews.com/middleeast/20160814/1044263516/obama-washington-nato-incirlikturkey.html
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A Briefing for Congress on Possibly Moving the US's Nuclear Weapons from Turkey's Incirlik
Air Base
By Alex Lockie

August 15, 2016

Business Insider previously reported on power being cut to Turkey's Incirlik Air Base during the
failed July 15 coup and the situation of some 50 B61 nuclear bombs there, but a new report from
the Congressional Research Service shows that a report was compiled on the matter for Congress.

Essentially, the presence of nuclear weapons at Incirlik owes to Cold War tensions and postures
between the US and the former Soviet Union. The report asserts that nuclear weapons were stored
in Europe, Japan, South Korea, and elsewhere, with a total of about 200 nuclear bombs in Europe.

The weapons at Incirlik are the shorter-range variety, and they are mainly valuable to deter
potential aggression and demonstrate the US's commitment to NATO. However, Incirlik is unusual
in that Turkey does not own or maintain nuclear-capable aircraft, and Ankara does not allow the US
to fly nuclear-capable bombers to that airbase.
So the bombs that sit in Incirlik can't actually be used, or they would have to be hauled to another
base first.
Are the bombs secure?

The report finds the security situation of the bombs adequate, as they are stored in facilities last
updated in 2015, are heavily guarded by US troops, and are stored securely underground. To steal
or access these bombs, the report suggests, one would need to overwhelm US and NATO forces on
one of their own bases, and then come up with some way to haul a 12 foot long, very heavy
warhead.
So the report maintains that even with the failed coup, the following turmoil in Turkey's
governance, and the brief loss of commercial power to the base, the nuclear weapons at the base
were never in harm's way.
But is there still good reason to question their presence in Turkey?

Should the US move the nukes?

In its conclusion, the report weighs the alternatives to stationing nuclear weapons at Incirlik.
Moving the warheads could possibly encourage Russia to cooperate more and possibly reduce their
nuclear stockpile, though nothing guarantees that.
A move could be seen as prudent in light of the evolving and uncertain relationship of the US to
Turkey, and the weapon's current proximity to ISIS territory and the Syrian quagmire, but it would
represent a loss of confidence in the Turkish system, and another host country would have to
approve the presence of the nukes.
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But moving the nukes could also strike the wrong note with NATO. In the Baltics, NATO's newest
and most exposed members count on the US and the broader alliance to provide credible and
effective nuclear deterrence against potential Russian aggression.

http://www.businessinsider.com/congress-briefing-nuclear-weapons-at-incirlik-air-base-2016-8
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Defense News – Springfield, VA

Report Questions Necessity of Nuclear Weapons In Europe
By Aaron Mehta

August 15, 2016

WASHINGTON — Citing both costs and security concerns, a new report questions whether the US
should continue to keep tactical nuclear weapons in Europe.

The report from the Stimson Center also argues that the US should curtail its planned refresh of the
B61 nuclear weapon to only those needed to arm the new B-21 long range strike bombers, rather
than procure enough weapons for use on fighter jets, in part because of the small likelihood that
tactical nuclear weapons would ever be used in a conflict.

“We recommend that the US forgo the procurement of B61s intended for delivery by fighter aircraft
and remove the weapons from Europe immediately,” the authors write. “This would save
approximately $3.7 billion from FY 2017-2021 and just over $6 billion during the lifetime of the
program, resources that could be used more productively to strengthen conventional forces.”

The US currently has four nuclear bomb variants, known as the B61-3, -4, -7, and -10 designs. The
National Nuclear Security Administration, a semi-autonomous office within the Department of
Energy, intends to collapse those designs into one model, the B61-12. The NNSA was recently given
clearance to move forward with the production engineering phase, with the first production unit of
the weapon is planned for fiscal year 2020.

The Pentagon intends to certify the B61-12 for the F-35 joint strike fighter, as well as the F-15E, F16 and the Tornado fighter used by European forces.

While it would be “preferable” to cancel the B61 upgrade program entirely, the authors of the
Stimson report acknowledge that significant amounts of funding have already been cast on research
and development means killing the program outright is likely a non-starter. And keeping enough
B61 weapons for use on bombers would give the US the ability to still offer periodic deployments of
bombers to Europe in order to reassure NATO allies.

Those political calculations also come into play with Stimson’s call to remove B61 weapons from
European soil. There are around 180 B61s spread over six bases in Europe -- in Belgium, Italy,
Germany, the Netherlands, and Turkey – as a holdover from the Cold War. And those bases could be
security risks.
In particular, the report calls out the dangers of keeping nuclear weapons at Incirlik Air Base, a
Turkish installation near the Syrian border.

“During the failed coup in Turkey in July, power to the base was cut off and the Turkish government
prohibited US aircraft from flying in or out. Eventually, the base commander was arrested and
implicated in the coup planning,” the authors write. “Whether the US could have maintained control
of the weapons in the event of a protracted civil conflict in Turkey is an unanswerable question.”
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http://www.defensenews.com/story/defense/policy-budget/2016/08/15/report-questionsnecessity-nuclear-weapons-europe-stimson/88771552/
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Bloomberg News – New York, NY

Air Force Ballistic Missile Upgrade Said to Be Stalled Over Cost
By Anthony Capaccio
August 16, 2016

The U.S. Air Force’s program to develop and field a new intercontinental ballistic missile to replace
aging Minuteman III weapons is stalled over Pentagon concerns the service underestimated the
cost by billions of dollars, according to a defense official familiar with the program.

The service is grappling with a substantial gap between the cost estimate its officials prepared for
an Aug. 3 meeting of the Pentagon’s Defense Acquisition Board and one crafted by the department’s
office of independent cost assessment, said the official, who asked not to be identified because of
the internal debate.
The Air Force last year estimated that the new ICBM program would cost $62.3 billion for research,
development and production of as many as 400 missiles as well as command and control systems
and infrastructure. Lockheed Martin Corp., Boeing Co. and Northrop Grumman Corp. are all
competing to build the new ICBMs.
The uncertainty over costs stems from the fact that the U.S. has not built new ICBMs, which are
designed to carry nuclear warheads, for decades. The funding dilemma will likely add to debate
over whether coming administrations can afford a “bow wave” of surging nuclear and non-nuclear
weapons spending after 2021. Nuclear spending alone could surpass $1 trillion over 30 years if
operations, support and construction are included.
‘Level of Complexity’

Air Force Secretary Deborah James last week signaled during a “State of the Air Force” news
conference that more work needed to be done to prepare the program for Pentagon approval,
without giving additional details.

“If there was something that we learned” from the Defense Acquisition Board meeting it is “the
magnitude of this type of ICBM work,” James said. “There is a level of complexity that has to be
worked through.”

The latest debate is largely about which data is used to estimate the total cost of the program -older data which includes information based on programs from the 1960s or only the latest
estimates compiled by the Pentagon’s cost analysts, the official said. The Pentagon’s separate
assessments are mandated in order to prevent a military service from starting a program with
insufficient funds that have to be later shifted from other programs or appropriated by Congress
over the Pentagon’s objections.
Reconciling Differences
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The Pentagon is prepared to go forward with the missile program but the Air Force needs to
reconcile the differences between the independent estimate and what the service thinks it will cost
in 2020 and 2021 to develop and procure the program, the official said.

The Air Force and Pentagon are working “to try to ensure that we all have a common understanding
of the assumptions” behind the service’s cost position, James said. “We’re working that through.”

There are a number of variables in the Pentagon’s estimate, such as different inflation assumptions
that make estimating the program’s cost difficult, the official said. Still, the Air Force estimate is
more optimistic in its methodology than the Pentagon’s when it comes to future costs, the official
said.

Complicating the issue, a new procurement law requires that at this point in a weapons program -a so-called Milestone A decision -- the military service chief and secretary must concur with
Pentagon acquisition officials on cost, schedule, technical feasibility and performance tradeoffs that
have been made to keep it affordable.
The Air Force is currently weighing whether to accept the direction to fund the ICBM program at
the higher estimate and where to find the extra money, the official said. The service must agree to
the higher forecast or it won’t move forward -- unless the Pentagon allows the Air Force to
underfund it, which is unlikely.

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2016-08-16/air-force-ballistic-missile-upgrade-saidto-be-stalled-over-cost
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RT (Russia Today) – Moscow, Russia

US Nukes ‘Safe and Secure’ in Turkey, Says Air Force Chief
18 August 2016

Washington does not see a need to move the nuclear weapons stored at the Incirlik air base in
Turkey, despite concerns following the failed military coup last month, the civilian head of the US
Air Force has said.

Relations between Washington and Ankara have been tense since the coup attempt in mid-July,
with Turkish President Recep Erdogan accusing the US-based Turkish cleric Fethullah Gulen or
organizing or inspiring the conspirators. At Incirlik, just outside of Adana in southeastern Turkey,
Turkish authorities cut the power and blockaded the base, eventually arresting General Bekir Ercan
Van, the base commander.
Incirlik has long been a major base of operations for the US military, and became one of the staging
areas for the war against Islamic State (IS, formerly ISIS/ISIL) last year. Some 50 B61 hydrogen
bombs are stored at the facility, according to the Nuclear Information Project at the Federation of
American Scientists.

“We do have nuclear weapons and those nuclear weapons are safe and secure, and we are very
confident in that," US Air Force Secretary Deborah Lee James said Wednesday, answering questions
at the Foreign Press Club in New York City, according to Sputnik.

James was reinforcing her remarks from last Wednesday, when she tried to reassure reporters that
tensions between Washington and Ankara will not affect the nuclear bombs.
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“They obviously are our ally. We stand with them, they’re an effective air force, and Incirlik is an
important location for our joint fight,” James said at the State of the Air Force briefing last week,
according to the Air Force Times.

“Of course, it’s concerning because with so many members of the [Turkish] leadership gone, it’s going
to take them time to grow new leaders and replace, so it remains to be seen what happens next,” she
added. “Incirlik is a key location, Turkey overall is a very important ally.”
https://www.rt.com/usa/356316-us-nukes-safe-turkey/
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Sputnik International – Russian Information Agency

Man Who Wrote About US Moving from Turkey Stands by His Report
19 August 2016

Georgi Gotev, the author of an article about the US transferring its nuclear weapons in Turkey to
Romania, insists that the information obtained from his own sources can be trusted, and promised
to follow up on this subject.

“I’m sure that my sources are trustworthy, that’s why I wrote this article. I realize that the
Romanian authorities are denying this. I knew they would as I contacted them before I published it.
This is a secret matter, but I thought that my sources are reliable enough to justify the publication
of this information,” Georgi Gotev, a journalist working with the news portal EurActiv.com, said
in an interview with online newspaper Romania Libera.

He said he planned a follow up story on this subject even though everything he writes
about Romania invariably causes a scandal.

Georgi said that after the transfer of US nuclear bombs from the Incirlik air base came against the
background of worsening relations between Washington and Ankara. “After the recent failed coup
Turkey is exiting the western camp and is turning towards Russia,” Gotev noted.

“This is a tectonic movement that is bigger than a mere transfer of weapons, even nuclear. There is an
extremely dynamic geopolitical context here. The Moscow-Ankara-Tehran axis now in the making
would radically change the situation the region,” he emphasized.
Earlier, the Brussels-based online paper EurActive.com reported citing its own sources, that the
United States had started transferring its nuclear munitions in Turkey to the Derveselu air base
in Romania.

Romania dismissed the report as untrue. Another source told EurActiv.com that relations
between Washington and Ankara had deteriorated so much since last month’s failed coup that the
US no longer trusted Turkey to host nuclear weapons.

In an interview with RIA Novosti, Georgi Gotev said that he had been advised not to go ahead
with the publication he had received from his own sources.,

“Before publishing this material I consulted with geopolitical guru George Friedman (the founder
of the US independent research center Stratfor). He advised me not to publish this because no one
in the know of the matter would say anything because, otherwise they could wind up in jail for 30
years,” Georgi said.
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According to one source, the transfer of nuclear weapons is a highly challenging process, both
technically and politically.
“It’s not easy to move 20+ nukes,” said the source, speaking on condition of anonymity.
http://sputniknews.com/europe/20160819/1044435486/us-turkey-nukes.html
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TASS Russian News Agency – Moscow, Russia

Analysts Say US Plan for Missile Defense in South Korea Aimed Not Only against North Korea
Experts say they talk about North Korean threat but have China, Russia in mind
August 16, 2016

MOSCOW, August 16. /TASS/. Seoul’s and Washington’s decision to have the US missile defense
complex THAAD up and running in the south of the Korean Peninsula in 2017 is aimed not just at
countering a hypothetical threat from Pyongyang, but also at strengthening US positions in the
Asia-Pacific Region, polled experts have told TASS.

Pyongyang sees the deployment of the Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) as part and
parcel of a plan for armed intrusion into the DPRK. North Korea’s government-run Korean Central
News Agency (KCNA) on Sunday said that the country was ready to deliver a pre-emptive strike
against US armed forces in case of provocative actions in the Asia-Pacific Region.
Earlier, China and Russia came out against Seoul’s intention to host the US missile defense. Yet,
South Korea’s President Park Geun-hye said on Monday the missile defense system had no
alternative.
THAAD is a threat to all

The chief of the International Security Center at the Russian Academy of Sciences’ institute of the
world economy and international relations (IMEMO), Aleksey Arbatov, has said protests against the
United States’ THAAD in the Asia-Pacific Region were coming not only from Pyongyang, Beijing and
Moscow, but also from South Koreans themselves. The population of those areas of South Korea
where US missile defense facilities are to emerge reasonably fear that their localities will be the first
targets for North Korean missiles in case of an aggravation of relations with Pyongyang. About one
thousand men in South Korea’s Seoungju, where a THAAD battery will be deployed, have staged a
mass protest action. They had their heads shaved to express their strong disagreement with the
authorities’ plans.
"North Korea argues it is its right to keep the Republic of Korea at gunpoint. South Koreans are
afraid of any aggravations in relations with Pyongyang, so they urge the authorities not to quarrel
with the northerners and strongly protest THAAD deployment," Arbatov said.

"Beijing is angry over the US plans for planting missile defense systems in South Korea because the
THAAD will be able to reach China’s missile bases. Moscow sees eye to eye with Beijing," Arbatov
said.
They talk about North Korean threat but have China, Russia in mind

"Although Seoul and Washington claim that the THAAD complexes in South Korea are a
countermeasure against North Korea’s nuclear threat, in reality the Americans have China in mind
first and foremost. The North Koreans are still very far from making delivery vehicles for nuclear
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warheads, while China does have intermediate range missiles," says the deputy director of the
Institute of US and Canada Studies, Major-General Pavel Zolotaryov, retired.

He explains that THAAD battery will consist of an anti-missile radar, six launchers, 48 interceptor
missiles, a control room and a power generator.

"The THAAD radar is capable of monitoring not only China’s military facilities in the South China
Sea, but also a considerable part of Chinese territory where medium-range missiles are stationed,"
Zolotaryov said.

"The Russian-US INF treaty does not apply to China, whose intermediate range missiles constitute a
major threat to US aircraft carrier groups - the main tool of projecting US military power to the
Asia-Pacific Region," Zolotaryov said.
Also, the THAAD radar is capable of reaching China’s intermediate range missiles test site. "The
United States would like to find out the parameters of these missiles. Its radar is capable of
identifying objects as small as 10-15 centimeters. This will enable the Pentagon to adjust its
missiles to countering a hypothetical Chinese threat," Zolotaryov said.

The chief of the Military-Political Studies Center at the Moscow institute of international relations
MGIMO, Aleksey Podberyozkin, recalls that North Korea has no inter-continental missiles and
Pyongyang is unable to threaten the United States. "At a certain point, as it brought its missile
defense system to Poland and Romania, the United States claimed that it was doing so to ward off a
potential nuclear threat from Iran. This risk factor has now been neutralized, but the US missile
defense facilities in Europe are still there. Obviously, they are meant for Russia."

"Pyongyang’s aggressiveness is an excuse that comes in handy for the United States to explain the
deployment of the THAAD in South Korea. China’s expansion and Russia’s strategic potential are its
real aims," Podberyozkin said.
http://tass.ru/en/world/894595
Return to Top

Defense One – Washington, D.C.

Pentagon: We’re Closer Than Ever to Lasers That Can Stop Iranian, North Korean Missiles
With global demand for missile defense surging, US officials are fine-tuning cheaper, more powerful
laser weapons.
By MARCUS WEISGERBER
August 17, 2016

HUNTSVILLE, Ala. – The Pentagon is looking to lasers as a cheaper, more effective way to shoot
down long-range missiles fired at the United States by North Korea and Iran.

After experimenting with the technology for more than a decade, U.S. military officials said
“directed energy” is near the point where they could use it on the battlefield.

“It’s not a hope. This is what we’re doing,” Vice Adm. James Syring, director of the Missile Defense
Agency, said Wednesday. “I view this [as] highly important for the future.”
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Syring and other military officials struck a common theme at this week’s annual Space and Missile
Defense Symposium, arguing that lasers could ultimately augment existing missile interceptors.
They want lasers for two main reasons: they could shoot down missiles earlier than today’s
interceptors and they’re much cheaper to fire.

“We have to deal with the fact that our interceptors are more costly,” said Katrina McFarland, the
Army’s acting acquisition executive. “The cost dimension of warfare must be switched from our side
to the adversary side.”
Army leaders are concerned that they might have to fire expensive interceptors against far cheaper
rockets or small drones packed with explosives.

“The problem we have now is the worldwide demand for missile defense is greater than the
capacity,” James Johnson, director of the Future Warfare Center of the Army Space and Missile
Defense Command, said Monday at a Defense One Cocktails and Conversation in Huntsville.

Congress has appropriated $119 billion for U.S. missile defense projects, including ground-based
interceptors in Alaska and California, deployable THAAD interceptors, and radars, according to the
Center for Strategic and Budgetary Assessments. The Pentagon has asked Congress for $34.87
billion for these projects between fiscal 2017 and 2021.

“Spending will likely continue at roughly the current rate for the foreseeable future,” the think tank
said in a recent report.
The Navy recently deployed a prototype 30-kilowatt laser on the USS Ponce. The laser, it says, can
shoot down small drones and disable speedboats. And it only costs less than $1 to fire compared to
missiles, which usually cost millions of dollars a piece.

But shooting down a missile would take far more power and hundreds of kilowatts. The technology
has to shrink before a fighter jet or drone could carry a laser powerful enough to shoot down
a missile.

“That’s why we’re pursuing the technology in terms of trying to mature, not just the technology, but
drive the size and weight down and we can start to think operationally about what that means,”
Syring said.
The goal is to reduce the size and weight of existing lasers, something the Pentagon has been trying
to do for the past decade.

Unlike existing missile interceptors, which collide with enemy rockets in the middle or latter phases
of a launch, an anti-ballistic missile laser would attempt to shoot down missiles as they are being
boosted toward outer space. The Pentagon tried to do this with the Airborne Laser project last
decade, an expensive project in which a laser on an aircraft ultimately shot down a missile in the
boost phase during a test.
A major issue with the test was that the plane carrying the laser, a Boeing 747, had to get close to
the site where missile launched. The massive plane had to carry chemicals needed to power the
laser. The aircraft’s size made it a sitting duck to enemy aircraft and missile systems.

The Missile Defense Agency plans to conduct “a lot of” testing with lasers mounted on Reaper
drones “over the next few years” culminating with a “low-power laser demonstrator” project in
2021, Syring said. Pentagon officials hope to decide what that demonstrator might look like “in a
few years.” The goal of that project is to fly a powerful laser at a high altitude that can track possibly
kill a missile soon after it is launched, during its boost phase.
In addition to lasers on drones, the Army is eying lasers on the ground to shoot down missiles.
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Lt. Gen. David Mann, the head of U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command and Army Forces
Strategic Command, who briefly spoke at this week’s conference, referenced improvements to the
Army’s Avenger, a Humvee-mounted system that fires Stinger missiles at cruise missiles, with
lasers or other forms of directed energy.
“That’s something that’s getting a lot of interest,” he said.

Tom Karako, a missile defense expert with the Center for Strategic and International Studies, said
lasers might be sooner used for tactical missile defense, currently done by systems like Avenger or
Israel’s Iron Dome, but in time could be mounted on drones that would attempt to shoot down the
missiles soon after they blast off.

The maturation of laser technology in recent years is helping to drive interest, said Doug Graham,
vice president of missile systems and advanced programs for Lockheed Martin.

“We’ve been putting a fair amount of efforts ourselves into maturing some of the few technologies,
building on the capabilities that we have,” he said.
Lockheed acquired Aculight, a Bothell, Washington-based company that builds lasers, in 2008 to
better position itself to win Pentagon work. The company has also been self-funding laser
development work and Lockheed is working on a 60-kilowatt laser for the Army.

“We expect to see the power levels continue to increase,” Graham said. “The beauty of this is it’s still
remaining pretty nice and compact.”
Shooting down a missile requires more than the laser itself, it involves steering mirrors, adaptive
optics and software that can track a target.

Both Lockheed and Boeing – which has built a high-power laser for the Army Stryker vehicles –
showed off small drones with holes burned through them by low-power lasers. To destroy a missile
screaming toward outer space, a much more powerful, “couple hundred kilowatts” laser is needed,
Graham said.
“We’re not there yet, but I think our view is within five years, we’re going to be there,” he said.
“We’ll be able to demonstrate … a lethality of the boost phase.”

http://www.defenseone.com/business/2016/08/pentagon-were-closer-ever-lasers-can-stopiranian-north-korean-missiles/130845/
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Sputnik International – Russian Information Agency

Report: Russia's Hypersonic 7680MPH Nuclear Glider Armed with ICBMs Almost Ready
13 August 2016

The lethal hypersonic nuclear glider that looks to revolutionize defense aviation could travel the
distance from Moscow to London within 13 minutes and could penetrate NATOs missile defense
system.
After launching initial tests on Russia’s first futuristic glider last year as part of Russia’s Project
4202, the aircraft believed to be the Yu-74 is “ready for action” reports Britain’s Daily Star.
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The glider can travel at a speed of Mach 10 (7,680MPH or 12,3560kmh) and will reportedly be fit
with RS-28 Sarmat intercontinental ballistic missiles although details about the glider’s
specifications remain top secret. In April, US military officials confirmed the existence of Russia’s
deadly hypersonic glider.

Considered a first in a growing aviation arms race, both the US and China are now hurrying
to develop comparable hypersonic gliders equipped with nuclear intercontinental ballistic missiles
increasing the defense gap between the military superpowers and the rest of the world.

The report on the development of Russia’s hypersonic glider comes at a time when Moscow’s
relations with the West approach a historic tipping point driven most recently by accusations that
President Vladimir Putin is attempting to intervene in the US political election after Hillary Clinton’s
campaign hurled a desperate allegation that the WikiLeaks file dump exposing her own bid, joined
by the media and Democratic Party officials, to subvert the 2016 presidential election was all a plot
of the Russians.

The splurge of Russophobia appears to have spilled over into defense relations with feverish
assaults on Moscow’s strategy in Syria of stabilizing the Assad regime at least as long as necessary
to root out Daesh and other jihadist elements in addition to renewed struggle in Crimea
after Ukrainian forces were thwarted in a terror plot, an incident that has brought Moscow and Kiev
to the brink.

here does appear to be a bit of opportunism in the reporting of Russia’s defense capabilities
by Western media outlets with recent leaks claiming that NATO would be outgunned by the
Moscow military machine if a conflict were to ensue in a transparent effort to lobby for increased
defense appropriations to further subsidize the Western military-industrial complex.

Although the latest report by Britain’s Daily Star may be in line with this vein of exaggerating the
threat of Russia, Moscow’s program of hypersonic military capabilities has been an open secret and
similar reports about the incredible capabilities of the experimental Yu-74 have been detailed
by defense analytics webspite Ostkraft.ru which determined that the aircraft’s outstanding
maneuverability and high speeds would render NATO’s missile defense systems and the US THAAD
shield useless.
http://sputniknews.com/military/20160813/1044242483/russia-putin-hypersonic-nuclearglider.html
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The Japan Times – Tokyo, Japan

Abe Tells U.S. of Japan’s Concerns over ‘No First Use’ Nuke Policy Being Mulled by Obama
KYODO

August 16, 2016

WASHINGTON – Prime Minister Shinzo Abe has expressed concern over the possible nuclear
weapons policy of “no first use” being considered by the Obama administration, according to a
column in the Monday edition of the Washington Post.

Citing a weakening of deterrence against countries such as North Korea, Abe conveyed his concern
to Adm. Harry Harris, commander of the U.S. Pacific Command, columnist Josh Rogin wrote, quoting
two U.S. government officials.
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Rogin said Abe “personally” conveyed the message to Harris “recently,” without providing details.
But the two are likely to have discussed the issue during a meeting July 26 at the Prime Minister’s
Office in Tokyo.
Quoting U.S. officials, foreign diplomats and nuclear experts, the column said U.S. allies such as
Japan, South Korea, France and Britain have privately communicated their concerns about a
potential declaration by President Barack Obama of such a policy.

“Japan, in particular, believes that if Obama declares a ‘no first use’ policy, deterrence against
countries such as North Korea will suffer and the risks of conflict will rise,” according to the column
headlined “Allies unite to block Obama ‘legacy.’ “
If Obama were to declare a no first use policy, it would represent a landmark change in the U.S.
nuclear posture.

A Japanese government source was noncommittal about the report, saying Tuesday in Tokyo, “The
United States is studying (its options), and as it is still in the middle of making a policy decision,
(Japan) cannot comment on every news report.”
Given that he will leave office in January, Obama is reportedly considering taking steps to reduce
the role of nuclear weapons with an eye to their eventual abolition, as he pledged in his landmark
speech in 2009 in Prague.

However, Rogin wrote that an Obama administration official told him that, in part because of allied
concerns, the internal push on no first use “was not gaining traction.”
According to the column, diplomats from allied countries argued that if the United States takes a
nuclear first strike off the table, the risk of a conventional conflict with countries such as North
Korea, China and Russia could increase.
“Moreover, allied governments don’t believe that a unilateral ‘no first use’ declaration would
necessarily help to establish an international norm, because there’s no guarantee that other
countries would follow suit,” it said.

Along with a potential no first use declaration, the Obama administration is considering reducing
the budget for modernizing U.S. nuclear weapons and calling for a ban on testing nuclear weapons
in a resolution it plans to submit to the U.N. Security Council, possibly next month, according to U.S.
government officials.
Survivors of the U.S. atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in August 1945 and members of
anti-nuclear groups expressed their anger over the Abe government’s opposition to Obama’s move,
saying it runs counter to their efforts to eliminate nuclear weapons.

“North Korea repeatedly conducts nuclear tests. Deterrence is not working,” said Kazuo Okoshi, 76,
secretary-general of an A-bomb survivors group, challenging Abe’s position that the existing U.S.
nuclear posture is effective at deterring the threat from Pyongyang.
North Korea carried out its fourth nuclear test in January.

http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2016/08/16/national/politics-diplomacy/abe-tells-u-sjapans-concerns-obama-mulled-no-first-use-nuke-policy/#.V7SirrTFtmB
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South China Morning Post – Hong Kong, China

United States’ First ‘Smart’ Nuclear Bomb Signals New Arms Race with China and Russia:
Analysts
The 350kg bomb, which can penetrate structures underground, is designed to hit targets precisely
with limited damage elsewhere
By Minnie Chan

Thursday, 18 August 2016

Washington’s green light for a new generation of steerable and smart tactical nuclear weapons may
signal the start of a new US nuclear arms race with China and Russia, military analysts say.
Russia and China are believed to have been developing similar weapons for decades, but Chinese
experts are apparently keen to learn the lessons of the former Soviet Union’s failed attempt to keep
up with the United States in the cold war.
Tactical nuclear weapons, known as non-strategic nuclear weapons, are designed to support naval,
land and air forces in areas close to friendly forces and perhaps even on contested friendly
territory.
The new US weapon, the B61-12, is America’s first guided, or “smart” nuclear bomb. It weighs
350kg and can penetrate fortified structures several metres underground.

Unlike banned weapons of mass destruction, the B61-12 is designed to be carried by high-speed
stealth fighter jets to hit targets precisely with limited damage to structures and lives nearby.
Song Zhongping, a retired instructor for the People’s Liberation Army’s former strategic missile
force, said one of China’s main challenges was the carrier vehicle.

“Like many other nuclear powers, China started developing similar tactical nuclear weapons (TNW)
many years ago. It has had nuclear technology for decades,” Song said.
“The main difficulties China’s TNW development faces now are how to increase precision and what
kinds of carriers the mini-weapons will use.”

Song said China’s technology lagged the US and Russia, but he declined to give details of the types
Beijing was developing.
The US Department of Energy’s National Nuclear Security Administration announced early this
month that the B61-12 had completed a four-year development and testing phase and was in
production engineering. Full-scale production was expected to get under way in 2020.
US President Barack Obama announced that 180 of the weapons would be deployed in five
European countries, despite appeals last month from 10 senators urging restraint on nuclear
weapons spending.

Russian presidential spokesman Dmitry Peskov declined to comment on the reports that the US
was getting ready to produce the B61-12, except that the Kremlin was still assessing its threat.

But Senator Viktor Ozerov, of the Russian Federation Council’s Defence and Security Committee,
warned that the country’s nuclear specialists would “carefully study the level of threat and take
measures to minimise it, if needed”, Russian news agency RIA Novosti reported.
Professor Jonathan Holslag, head of research at the Brussels Institute of Contemporary China
Studies, said the B61-12 “increased America’s options to carry out strikes against potential
adversaries like China, Russia, and Iran”.
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“The B61-12 has to be seen in this context ... to have more escalation possibilities in between a
conventional war and a nuclear Armageddon,” Holslag said.

“We are already in a nuclear arms race, not of the magnitude of the cold war ... Contrary to the cold
war, it is not the size of the weapon stocks that matter, but its survivability and accuracy.”
Shanghai-based military expert Ni Lexiong said America’s announcement to develop the
controversial bomb suggested the Pentagon was preparing for potential regional conflicts, such on
the Korean peninsula with North Korea, or even in the South China Sea with China.

“It’s rare for the US to announce the deployment of such a controversial weapon. It’s possible the US
is going to use the B61-12 in case there is a regional conflict,” Ni said.
“But I don’t exclude the possibility that the US wants to increase its nuclear deterrence by
announcing such a shocking project. It’s such a costly project.”

Both Ni and Song said they believed China would not follow in Moscow’s footsteps in keeping up
with the US in the arms race as Beijing still remembered the lessons learned from the collapse of
the Soviet Union.
The Soviet Union collapsed after engaging in a costly and destructive arms race with the United
States while its military worked to suppress anti-communist elements and extend its power in
eastern Europe.
“Beijing still sticks to the rule left by Mao Zedong that ‘China should develop and own nuclear
weapons, but no need to keep so many… [just] enough to cause deterrence,” Ni said.

The B61-12 weapon has been dubbed the most expensive US nuclear bomb, costing about US$11
billion for 400 bombs. It is at the heart of an ongoing modernisation of America’s nuclear arms,
projected to cost US$1 trillion over the next 30 years.
Holslag said the production of the super bomb would be limited by the huge cost.

http://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy-defence/article/2005491/united-states-firstsmart-nuclear-bomb-signals-new-arms
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Sputnik International – Russian Information Agency

Obama’s No-First Use of Nukes Initiative a ‘Ploy to Justify US Missile Shield’
18 August 2016

President Obama’s planned announcement of a “no first use” nuclear policy and the negative
response to this from Washington’s Asia-Pacific allies South Korea and Japan will fuel public
attention towards Hillary Clinton’s military doctrine, South Korean and Chinese defense experts
said in an interview with Sputnik.

“The highly publicized statements about the US not to be the first to use nuclear weapons look more
like an attempt to justify the missile defense shield now being deployed under US command,” Dong-Yup
Kim, researcher at the Institute for Far Eastern Studies, Kyungnam University, said.
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He added that by his last-minute drive for a foreign-policy legacy Barack Obama apparently wants
to be remembered as a peacemaker and that he will hardly change his mind in his remaining
months in the White House.

Dong-Yup Kim described President Obama’s statements as “abstract and symbolical” and “devoid
of any practical meaning,”

“In any case [these statements] are starkly at variance with President Obama’s policy of building
up missile defense, so they do not merit any serious attention. If Hillary Clinton is elected, this
concept will vanish into thin air,” he emphasized.

Meanwhile, President Obama’s initiative could become a major factor in the ongoing presidential
race in the US with Donald Trump’s oft-repeated desire to weaken military alliances, while Hillary
Clinton insists on the very opposite.

In an article titled “Will South Korea Go Nuclear?” published by the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists,
Robert Einhorn, senior fellow at the Brookings Institution, wrote that the United States “will have
to give high priority to reassuring South Koreans that they can count on the US extended deterrent.
That will require frequent and highly visible demonstrations of commitment, including high-level
statements of support by American officials, joint exercises to show collective resolve, and tangible
indications — such as B-52 and B-2 flyovers — that US strategic assets remain at the disposal of the
alliance.”

Commenting on Japan’s nervous response to President Obama‘s potential declaration of a “no first
use” nuclear weapons policy for the United States, Dr. Da Zhogang, Director of China’s Institute
of Northwest Asian Studies, said that it was out of trend with Tokyo’s traditional anti-nuclear
policy.

“As the world’s only country to have suffered the effects of a nuclear attack, Japan should fight to rid
the world of nuclear weapons. Japan does not have nuclear arms, but if it did, it should stick to the
policy of the non-use of such weapons,” Dr. Da Zhogang told Sputnik.
http://sputniknews.com/asia/20160818/1044394090/obama-nuclear-initiative.html
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Defense News – Springfield, VA

Pentagon Taps Olympic Inventor, Lululemon for Chem-Warfare Suit Cgallenge
By Aaron Mehta

August 16, 2016

WASHINGTON – The Pentagon wants a sleeker, more advanced suit to protect warfighters against
chemical, radiological and biological threats – and is counting on the commercial industry and
individual inventors to come up with a solution.

On Aug. 25, the Pentagon’s Joint Program Executive Office for Chemical and Biological Defense will
host an event at the Museum of Science in Boston, Mass., in order to kick off the challenge
competition with a $250,000 reward pool on the line.
And keeping with its goal of bringing in non-traditional ideas, the panel in charge of doling out the
cash rewards features individuals from athletic and leisurewear companies like Under Armor and
Lululemon, known more for stretchy pants than chemical weaponry.
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With a few specialized exceptions, the Pentagon relies on the Joint Service Lightweight Integrated
Suit Technology (JSLIST) design to protect warfighters against chemical, biological and radiological
threats.

Capt. Steve Gerry, Assistant Product Manager for Uniformed Integrated Protective Ensemble,
Increment II – the formal name of the program to come up with new solution for the suit design –
told Defense News in an Aug. 15 interview that while the JSLIST is still an effective design that
keeps the current soldiers, airmen, sailors and marines safe from harm, the core design is over 25
years old.

And in the future, those who deal with chem/bio attacks may be needed more than ever. In a report
put out last month by the Joint Chiefs of Staff looking at the threats facing the joint force in 2035,
the authors warn that “It is likely that terrorist, insurgent or criminal groups will eventually obtain
chemical, biological, radiological, or even nuclear weapons within the next two decades.” The report
also foresees as likely “a steady rise in the incidence and severity of infectious disease outbreaks.”
But it’s not just the conflicts of tomorrow that require the development of new protective suits.
Indeed, part of the challenge is the technology of today, said Gerry.

Take touchscreens, for instance, a technology which is already widely adopted across the globe.
While the current suits are able to keep warfighters safe, they do not have the kind of gloves that
would allow the wearers to use, say, an iPad loaded with medical data. That issue is “a big one,”
Gerry said, and will have to be addressed moving forward.

James Beauchamp, of the Pentagon’s Joint Program Executive Office for Chemical and Biological
Defense, says judges will be looking for five key criteria for the final designs: mobility, dexterity,
tactility, heat management and the seamless integration between suit components. Mobility and
dexterity are particularly important, as the bulky nature of the JSLIST design makes it difficult for
those wearing them to even shoot a rifle if need be.
Because of that focus, the judging panel features Matthew Trexler, Director of Technology
Validation at athletic company Under Armour, as well as Egemen Izci, a materials expert from
athlesiure giant Lululemon.

The other three judges are Douglas Bryce, Joint Program Executive Officer for Chemical and
Biological Defense; Dave Strum, President of Velocity Systems, a firm that makes body armor and
backpacks for military and police needs, and Mark Sunderland, CEO of Boathouse.

Sunderland is not a household name, but his work has certainly gotten notice in the last month. A
textile engineer from Philadelphia, Sunderland designed a suit for rowers at the 2016 Rio Olympic
games designed to keep Olympic athletes safe from potentially dangerous levels of microbes from
polluted water.

Gerry held up Sunderland’s creation as an example of the kind of work that the panel is looking for.
The challenge isn’t about someone bringing a full-up new suit design to the table, he said, so much
as getting people with various pieces of a final solution to come together and develop options.
“Maybe there’s some tech or development that came from that, that we can use for warfighters, to
allow them to improve on what they’re currently doing in that environment,” Gerry said.

Along that theme, up to three semifinalists will win up to $25,000 each, and up to three finalists will
win $50,000- $150,000. There will also be up to five small prize contest winners which can net up
to $5,000 each.
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Location Potential
By defense contractor standards, that’s a rounding error. But this program is specifically targeting a
wider audience, especially those that may not have dealt with the Pentagon before.
The effort to recruit outside voices and ideas into the Pentagon has been a key component of
defense secretary Ash Carter’s tenure leading the department. That includes the opening of a
Boston office for his Defense Innovation Unit Experimental (DIUx) initiative.

Gerry said DIUx was invited to participate in the event, but had no role in organizing it. However,
many of the same factors that attracted DIUx to Boston are the same that drove the organizers of
the chem/bio program to host the event there – a mix of technology firms, academic powerhouses
and industrial design expertise.

The decision to kick the competition off Aug. 25 was made strategically to come right before classes
begin at the various universities in the area, Gerry said, noting the hope is that professors may take
developing answers to the Pentagon’s challenge on as a class project. But it’s not just about
academia.

“We want the guy who has been dreaming up stuff in his garage or his basement or designing things
on his computer that might fit the role. There’s nothing stopping traditional industry from getting
involved, either. Maybe for a company like [clothing maker] The North Face that has never done
anything in this, maybe there is a designer there that has something that could work for that but it
doesn’t work out for what their company is trying to do.”
Authorities

The challenge is being governed a consortium Other Transaction Authority (OTA), which allows
Gerry and his team to bring in small businesses who can join into a consortium and have a direct
line of communication with the Pentagon staff.

“We basically can request things directly to the consortium, and the consortium pushes it out to
[those] who might want it and gets feedback from them,” Gerry said. “They can purchase prototypes
and line different players up where they can work together if they are willing, to combine ideas to
get us that best possible solution moving forward.”
OTAs are not a new option for the Pentagon, but are becoming more and more popular as both the
Department and Congress tries to find solutions to what both sides agree is a creaky, unresponsive
system for bringing in new technology.
An acquisition officer by trade, Gerry jokes that “I grew up in a [Federal Acquisition Regulation]
world. We’re still learning how this all works. But it think we have a pretty firm grasp on it.”

Asked whether he hoped this model is one that can be transferred to other acquisition programs,
Gerry responded that “I think it’s the way to go.”

“It’s probably part of the future, and more than anything else, it really streamlines what we do in
the acquisition community. It’s very difficult for your average person to navigate and use some of
the traditional government ways of doing business,” Gerry noted, and “the most important thing is
getting the warfighter the best [equipment], and this way we won’t lose anybody who might have a
better idea than what we might have right now.”
http://www.defensenews.com/articles/pentagon-olympics-lululemon-chem-warfare-suitchallenge
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Yonhap News Agency – Seoul, South Korea

N. Korea Claims U.S. Invasion Imminent, Threatens Nuclear Strike
August 13, 2016

SEOUL, Aug. 13 (Yonhap) -- North Korea on Saturday accused the United States of seeking to invade
the communist state in the near future, and threatened to launch a nuclear strike against the U.S. at
any sign of such a move.
"The U.S. attempt to invade the DPRK is getting evermore reckless," the North's official Korean
Central News Agency (KCNA) said in a signed commentary, referring to North Korea by its official
name, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea.

The commentary came three days after Washington said it has deployed three B-2 stealth bombers
to Guam in response to repeated and heightened provocations from the communist North that
included recent missile launches.
Pyongyang, however, claimed the deployment of nuclear capable U.S. bombers only showed U.S.
intention to invade the North.

"The U.S. evermore undisguised reinforcement of the nuclear force goes to clearly prove that it is
trying to make a preemptive nuclear strike at the DPRK a fait accompli," said the commentary.
It went to say the North might strike first if necessary.

"The right to make a preemptive nuclear strike is not the monopoly of the U.S.," it said.

"The DPRK's revolutionary armed forces switched from their existing mode of military counteraction to the mode of a preemptive strike to cope with the enemy's ridiculous military hysteria to
undermine its sovereignty and right to existence. All their operational groups are fully ready to deal
a merciless and annihilating blow to the enemy if they make even the slightest provocation," it
added.

http://english.yonhapnews.co.kr/northkorea/2016/08/13/85/0401000000AEN2016081300450
0320F.html
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The Japan Times – Tokyo, Japan

North Korea Confirms Restart of Plutonium Processing
KYODO, STAFF REPORT
August 17, 2016

PYONGYANG – North Korea confirmed Wednesday it has resumed plutonium production and said it
has no plans to stop nuclear tests as long as perceived threats from the United States continue.
“We have reprocessed spent nuclear fuel rods removed from a graphite-moderated reactor,” the
Atomic Energy Institute, which holds jurisdiction over North Korea’s main nuclear facilities at its
Nyongbyon complex, said in a written interview with Kyodo News.

In its first-ever response to foreign media questions, the institute also said North Korea has been
producing highly enriched uranium necessary for nuclear arms and power “as scheduled.”
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The institute, however, stopped short of disclosing the amount of plutonium or enriched uranium
North Korea has produced, saying it wants to leave that to the assessments of Western experts.

According to foreign officials and security experts, satellite imagery in recent months indicates
there had been some renewed activity at the nuclear complex.

In February, U.S. intelligence chief James Clapper said in a report to Congress that North Korea
could recover plutonium, a core material used in making nuclear bombs, from the reactor’s spent
fuel within weeks to months.

The comments from the Atomic Energy Institute mark the first clear confirmation by North Korea
that it has begun reprocessing since it vowed in 2013 to restart the 5 megawatt reactor and other
nuclear facilities at the key complex. The nuclear facilities were shut down under an agreement
reached in the six-party talks in 2007.

The resumption of the program means that North Korea will be able to produce more nuclear
weapons, although it has been subjected to multiple U.N. sanctions for its tests of atomic and missile
technologies.

The research center did not rule out the possibility of conducting a fifth nuclear test and claimed
that North Korea has already succeeded in “minimizing, making lighter and diversifying” nuclear
weapons.

“Under conditions that the United States constantly threatens us with nuclear weapons, we will not
discontinue nuclear tests,” it said.

Earlier this month, in an apparent first, North Korea launched a ballistic missile that fell into waters
inside Japan’s exclusive economic zone in the Sea of Japan.
A series of North Korean missile launches and attempted launches since the start of the year have
raised concern in Japan, South Korea and the U.S.

Tokyo has ordered the Self-Defense Forces to be ready at any time to shoot down any North Korean
missiles that threaten to strike Japan, putting its forces on a state of alert for at least three months, a
Defense Ministry official and media was reported as saying on Aug. 8.
http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2016/08/17/asia-pacific/north-korea-confirms-restartplutonium-processing/#.V7TjSrTFtmA
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Asahi Shimbun – Tokyo, Japan

Japan, S. Korea, U.S. Gang Up on N. Korea over its Weapons Tests
By YOSHIHIRO MAKINO, Correspondent
August 17, 2016

SEOUL--South Korea, Japan and the United States are making good on their threat to try to further
isolate North Korea from the international community as punishment for its nuclear and missile
tests.

The three countries singled out Singapore, Kuwait, Angola and Malta, which all have close ties to
North Korea, to cooperate and impose new sanctions to undermine Pyongyang’s ability to earn
foreign currency, sources said.
Issue No.1229, 19 August 2016
United States Air Force Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies| Maxwell AFB, Alabama
https://cuws.au.af.mil \ https://twitter.com/USAF_CUWS
Phone: 334.953.7538

USAF Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies
(CUWS) Outreach Journal
The measures are in addition to steps already taken by the U.N. Security Council, the sources said,
adding that each country was approached individually at South Korea's suggestion.

According to separate sources, Tokyo, Washington and Seoul also intend to lobby other countries to
take a tougher stand as North Korea has ignored warnings to desist from further provocative
actions.
They had already decided that approaching China and Russia would not be enough. Beijing and
Moscow have a number of reasons for being cautious about expanded sanctions.

Although scores of countries have endorsed sanctions adopted by the Security Council, many have
yet to implement them properly and this has created numerous loopholes.
To date, only 42 countries have reported to the world body on the status on their sanctions,
according to the South Korean government.

Tokyo, Seoul and Washington decided to pursue measures on their own after the Security Council
adopted a resolution in March to impose new sanctions following North Korea’s nuclear test in
January and a long-range missile launch in February.

The sanctions adopted then include an embargo on exports of aviation fuel (with some exceptions),
a ban on imports of minerals and other resources from North Korea (with some exceptions) and
tougher financial measures.

Steps taken by the United States include a ban on transactions of materials and technology involved
in the development of nuclear and missile programs. Violators would be prohibited from making
transactions with U.S. banks and operating in U.S. markets.
In February, the Japanese Cabinet approved a ban on port calls by North Korean vessels as well as
those that stopped in North Korea. It also banned financial transfers beyond 100,000 yen ($1,000)
except on humanitarian grounds and froze the assets of one organization and those of 10
individuals involved in the reclusive country's nuclear and ballistic missile programs.

South Korea’s sanctions include a freeze of assets and a ban on financial transactions for individuals
and organizations assisting North Korea's development of weapons of mass destruction.
South Korea moved swiftly in spring to urge Uganda to stop its military cooperation with North
Korea.
Of the four countries, Singapore has served as the base of Pyongyang’s economic activities in
Southeast Asia. North Korea maintains a number of accounts in financial institutions there.

South Korean government officials estimate that North Korea's foreign exchange transactions in
Singapore total between $30 million and $40 million during peak periods.

A variety of financial transactions are covered under the Security Council’s sanctions against North
Korea.

However, deciding which deals could benefit Pyongyang’s nuclear and missile programs is left to
each nation, raising doubts about the effectiveness of the measures.
Singapore has indicated to the United Nations that it will remove North Korea from its list of
nations with visa exemptions.
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With regard to Kuwait, Australia joined Japan, South Korea and the United States in suggesting that
its foreign ministry stop issuing work visas for North Koreans in the oil-producing country, where
thousands of North Koreans work.
The four countries referred to the possible exploitation of North Korean workers there and
suggested that many might turn to crime to survive. They also noted that employment conditions
for North Korean laborers do not meet the standards set by the United Nations and the
International Labor Organization.
Malta is a gateway to Europe and Africa for migrant workers, an area that is not covered by the
Security Council sanctions.

Angola has maintained tight military ties with North Korea since the days of the late Kim Il Sung,
the founder of North Korea who died in 1994. Military drills in Angola are believed to be led by
North Korean personnel.
http://www.asahi.com/ajw/articles/AJ201608170066.html
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Yonhap News Agency – Seoul, South Korea

N. Korea Threatens Attacks on U.S. Military Bases in Pacific over Bombers Deployment
August 17, 2016

SEOUL, Aug. 17 (Yonhap) -- North Korea denounced the United States' forward deployment of
additional nuclear bombers to Guam on Wednesday, threatening that American military bases in
the Pacific region will face "ruin" in the event of reckless acts.

"The introduction of the nuclear strategic bombers to Guam by the U.S.... proves that the U.S. plan
for a preemptive nuclear strike at the DPRK has entered a reckless phase of implementation," the
North's state-run Korean Central News Agency (KCNA) reported in a statement issued by the
foreign ministry.

Earlier this month, the U.S. moved B-1B and B-2 nuclear bombers from Whiteman Air Force Base in
Missouri to Guam as tension is running high on the Korean Peninsula.
"Such military moves by the U.S. are part of its sinister strategy to contain Russia and China in the
Asia-Pacific and maintain its military hegemony in the region, not just aiming at a surprise
preemptive nuclear strike at the DPRK," the statement said, calling the country by the abbreviation
of its official name, Democratic People's Republic of Korea.

The DRPK and its army will not remain "on-lookers" to the U.S. nuclear threats, but will "whet more
sharply the treasured sword of nuclear weapons of justice" to defend the country's sovereignty and
security," the statement said.
"If the U.S. is reckless, misjudging the trend of the times and the strategic position of the DPRK, all
the U.S. military bases in the operational theatre in the Pacific including Guam will face ruin in the
face of all-out and substantial attack to be mounted by the army of the DPRK," it stressed.
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It is the fixed stance of the DPRK to fundamentally remove the danger of a nuclear war imposed by
the U.S. by dint of a powerful nuclear deterrence, the report said.

http://english.yonhapnews.co.kr/northkorea/2016/08/17/0401000000AEN2016081701045131
5.html
Return to Top

The Washington Free Beacon, Washington, D.C.

Russia Building New Underground Nuclear Command Posts
U.S. intelligence detects dozens of hardened bunkers for leaders
By Bill Gertz

August 15, 2016

Russia is building large numbers of underground nuclear command bunkers in the latest sign
Moscow is moving ahead with a major strategic forces modernization program.

U.S. intelligence officials said construction has been underway for several years on “dozens” of
underground bunkers in Moscow and around the country.

Disclosure of the underground command bunkers comes as Army Gen. Curtis Scaparrotti,
commander of U.S. European Command, warned recently that Russia has adopted a nuclear use
doctrine he called “alarming.”

“It is clear that Russia is modernizing its strategic forces,” Scaparrotti told a conference sponsored
by the U.S. Strategic Command.
“Russian doctrine states that tactical nuclear weapons may be used in a conventional response
scenario,” Scaparrotti said on July 27. “This is alarming and it underscores why our country’s
nuclear forces and NATO’s continues to be a vital component of our deterrence.”

Mark Schneider, a former Pentagon nuclear policy official, said Russia’s new national security
strategy, which was made public in December, discusses increasing civil defenses against nuclear
attack, an indication Moscow is preparing for nuclear war.
“Russia is getting ready for a big war which they assume will go nuclear, with them launching the
first attacks,” said Schneider, now with the National Institute for Public Policy, a Virginia-based
think tank.
“We are not serious about preparing for a big war, much less a nuclear war,” he added.
Additionally, Russian officials have been issuing nuclear threats.

“A lot of things they say they are doing relate to nuclear threats and nuclear warfighting,” he said.
“Active and passive defense were a major Soviet priority and [current Russian leaders] are Soviets
in everything but name.”

Russia is engaged in a major buildup of strategic nuclear forces, building new missiles, submarines,
and bombers. A State Department report on Russian activities under the New START arms treaty
stated in the spring that Moscow added 153 strategic nuclear warheads to its arsenal under the
treaty.
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The increase in warheads is said to be the result of the deployment of new SS-27 Mod 2
intercontinental ballistic missiles with multiple warheads and SS-N-32 submarine-launched
missiles.

In addition to new missiles, Russia is building a drone submarine, code-named “Kanyon,” which is
said to be designed to carry a megaton-class warhead. Moscow also is moving ahead with a
hypersonic strike vehicle designed to deliver nuclear warheads through advanced missile defense
systems.
A report by the National Institute for Public Policy concludes that one reason for the Russian
nuclear expansion is to sow fear of Moscow.

“Russian leaders appear to view nuclear weapons as the ultimate way to make the world ‘fear,’ or at
least respect Russia, and provide a political lever to intimidate, coerce, and deter Western states
from attempting to interfere militarily against Russian expansionism,” the report said.

Military analysts say possible U.S. responses to Russia’s underground nuclear complexes include
the development of deep-penetrating nuclear bombs capable of placing Russia’s command
structure at risk.
Another option proposed by nuclear experts is to develop low-yield nuclear arms that could be
used in precision strikes.

Few details about the new nuclear underground bunkers were disclosed. State-run Russian press
reports have said underground bunkers are being built in Moscow as part of the strategic forces
buildup.

Russia’s Defense Ministry revealed in January that a modernized command and control system will
be delivered to strategic forces this year.
The system was described by RIA-Novosti as a fifth-generation advanced command and control
system.

Defense Ministry spokesman Maj. Dmitri Andreyev stated that the new system, known by its
Russian acronym IASBU, will use digital signals to send combat orders and control strategic forces.
“The fifth-generation advanced integrated automated combat control system is being tested at
industry enterprises,” Andreyev said, adding that by the end of the year missile units will be
equipped with the “modernized control posts and advanced strategic missile systems under
development with IASBU sections.”

The new system is being used with new SS-27 intercontinental missile units and will provide
greater security so that orders will reach those units.

“This will enable use of missile systems without limiting distances while carrying out maneuvering
and broadening of options in choosing their combat patrol routes,” the spokesman said.

The new underground nuclear facilities appear similar to earlier construction for command and
control complexes during the Cold War, one official said. Russia also continued building
underground nuclear facilities after the fall of the Soviet Union in 1991.

The CIA reported through classified channels in March 1997 that construction included an
underground subway system from the residence of then-President Boris Yeltsin outside Moscow to
a leadership command center.
“The underground construction appears larger than previously assessed,” a CIA report on the
facilities stated. “Three decrees last year [1996] on an emergency planning authority under Yeltsin
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with oversight of underground facility construction suggest that the purpose of the Moscow-area
projects is to maintain continuity of leadership during nuclear war.”

Construction work was underway on what the report described as a “nuclear-survivable, strategic
command post at Kosvinsky Mountain,” located deep in the Ural Mountains about 850 miles east of
Moscow.

Satellite photographs of Yamantau Mountain, also located about 850 miles east of Moscow in the
Urals near the town of Beloretsk, revealed development of a “deep underground complex” and new
construction at each of the site’s above-ground support areas. Yamantau Mountain means “Evil
Mountain” in the local Bashkir language.
“The command post at Kosvinsky appears to provide the Russians with the means to retaliate
against a nuclear attack,” the CIA report said, adding that the Russians were building or renovating
four complexes within Moscow that would be used to house senior Russian government leaders
during a nuclear conflict.

The CIA identified a bunker to be used by Russian leaders at Voronovo, about 46 miles south of
Moscow. A second bunker located at Sharapovo, some 34 miles from Moscow, was equipped with a
special subway running directly to it.
The nuclear war preparations are estimated to cost billions of dollars, and raise questions about
past U.S. aid to Moscow that was aimed at helping secure Russian nuclear facilities.

http://freebeacon.com/national-security/russia-building-new-underground-nuclear-commandposts/
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Balkan Insight – Belgrade, Serbia

Romania Denies Accepting US Nuclear Weapons
Bucharest officials have denied media reports that US nuclear weapons stationed in Turkey are being
transferred to Romania after the coup attempt against the Ankara government.
Marian Chiriac, Balkan Investigative Reporting Network (BIRN)
18 August 2016

Bucharest -- The Romanian foreign ministry, MAE on Thursday dismissed claims that the US has
started transferring nuclear weapons from Turkey to Romania amid tensions in relations between
Washington and Ankara.
“The MAE firmly rejects these pieces of information,” the ministry said in a press release, without
elaborating.

Defence Minister Mihnea Motoc said that such media reports were just speculation and “so far there
have not been any plans or discussions [among NATO members] on this topic”.

The statements came after website Euractiv reported on Thursday morning that more than 20 B61
nuclear weapons were being moved from Turkey’s Incirlik air base to the Deveselu base in
Romania.
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According to one of the two anonymous sources quoted by Euractiv, “US-Turkey relations had
deteriorated so much following the [recent attempted] coup that Washington no longer trusted
Ankara to host the weapons”.
US and Turkish officials made no immediate response to Euractiv’s request for a comment.

NATO said however that US allies must ensure that “all components of NATO’s nuclear deterrent
remain safe, secure, and effective”.
In Romania, analysts said they doubted whether the transfer would happen.

“Such a transfer is very challenging in technical and political terms. I doubt the Alliance would run
against its political commitments to cooperation with Moscow, based on the Founding Act of
mutual relations and security between NATO and Russia,” said political analist Andrei Tarnea.

The Founding Act, signed in 1997, says NATO allies “have no intention, no plan and no reason to
deploy nuclear weapons on the territory of new members [such as Romania], nor any need to
change any aspect of NATO's nuclear posture or nuclear policy - and do not foresee any future need
to do so”.
Jeffrey Lewis, director of non-proliferation studies at the Middlebury Institute of International
Studies in Monterey, said in a Twitter post that Romania does not have the capacity to store the
weapons.

“For one thing, there are no WS3 vaults at Deveselu - or anywhere in Romania - to store the B61s,”
Lewis said.
In December 2015, the US Navy formally inaugurated its new missile defence base in Deveselu in
southern Romania. The base became operational in mid-May this year.

It is one of two European land-based interceptor sites for a NATO missile shield, a scheme which is
viewed with deep suspicion by Russia.

Russia has warned Romania to abandon the anti-missile system that the US is installing at Deveselu.
Relations between Bucharest and Moscow are already rocky. Romania has been among the
strongest regional backers of the package of Western sanctions imposed on Russia in connection
with the crisis in Crimea and eastern Ukraine.

Romania also hosts another major US military base, at Mihail Kogalniceanu airport, near the Black
Sea, which became operational in 2007.

http://www.balkaninsight.com/en/article/romania-denies-nuclear-weapons-transfer-on-its-soil08-18-2016
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TASS Russian News Agency – Moscow, Russia

Russia Successfully Tests Iskander Missile in Far East Drills
The missile hit a target at a proving ground in the Amur region 300 kilometers away
August 19, 2016

MOSCOW, August 19. /TASS/. A ballistic missile Iskander has been successfully launched during an
exercise in the Jewish Autonomous Area in the Far East to hit a target 300 kilometers away, the
Eastern Military District’s spokesman, Aleksandr Gordeyev, has told the media.
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"The launch was carried out from a training site in the Jewish Autonomous area. The missile hit a
target at a proving ground in the Amur region 300 kilometers away," Gordeyev said.

The missile destroyed several military infrastructure facilities of a hypothetical enemy, including a
command center. Mechanized infantry units then went on the offensive.
More than 400 officers and men and 100 pieces of military equipment from a missile unit of the
Eastern Military District are involved in the exercise.
http://tass.com/defense/895025
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FARS News Agency – Tehran, Iran
Saturday, August 13, 2016

Senior MP: Russia to Accomplish Delivery of All S-300 Missile Systems to Iran by Yearend
TEHRAN (FNA) - The Iran-Russia contract on the supply of several S-300 missile defense systems to
Tehran will be accomplished by the end of 2016, a senior lawmaker reiterated on Saturday.
"Fortunately we see that Russia has fully complied with its commitments on the delivery of the S300 missile defense systems to Iran and they will be delivered to Iran before the start of 2017,"
member of the Iranian Parliament's National Security and Foreign Policy Commission Mohammad
Javad Jamali Nobandegan said on Saturday.

The prominent legislator said that full implementation of the delivery of S-300 defense systems will
help Iran in all areas, adding, "We see today that Iran and Russia have promoted their ties to
strategic levels."

A battalion of the S-300 missile defense system was showed off in military parades in Tehran
earlier this year without displaying the missiles. The missiles were supplied to Iran later. Russia is
due to deliver several more S-300 missile systems to Iran by the end of 2016.

Commander of Khatam ol-Anbia Air Defense Base Brigadier General Farzad Esmayeeli announced
in mid-July that the supply of the S-300 missile defense system was moving on its natural course
and the remaining parts would be supplied to Iran by the end of the current year (ends March 20,
2017).
Noting that Khatam ol-Anbia Air Defense Base has deployed the S-300 missile shield that it has
received from Russia, he said that the missile defense system monitors and defends the country's
airspace as part of Iran's integrated defense network round the clock.

Esmayeeli also announced his forces' plan to stage different drills in the country and unveil new
technologies and productions in the missile field.
http://en.farsnews.com/newstext.aspx?nn=13950523001009
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FARS News Agency – Tehran, Iran
Sunday, August 14, 2016

President Rouhani: Iran Pessimistic about US

TEHRAN (FNA) - Iranian President Hassan Rouhani underlined that his country still distrusts
Washington which has acted against its undertakings based on the last year nuclear deal between
Tehran and the world powers.

"Being optimistic about the nuclear deal doesn’t mean optimism about the world powers; we are
optimistic about the nuclear deal but pessimistic about the US," President Rouhani said, addressing
a large gathering of the Iranian people in the Western city of Yasouj on Sunday.

He also blasted certain countries and regimes' attempts to trouble implementation of the nuclear
deal, and said, "Israel and a child-like country in Southern Iran (Saudi Arabia) are sad and
concerned about the Iranian nation's victory in the nuclear deal."

Earlier this week, Rouhani also underlined that his country has become distrustful of certain world
powers which clinched a nuclear deal with Tehran last year but still continue their hostile behavior.

"Of course, all members of the negotiating side in the Group 5+1 (the US, Russia, China, Britain and
France plus Germany) have not shown good will," Rouhani said, addressing a joint meeting between
the cabinet and the governor-generals of different provinces in Tehran on Wednesday.
"We have some friends in the G5+1 but certain people have had hostile relations with us which
continues today," he added.

"We trust certain negotiating sides and it is natural that we don’t trust some of others," Rouhani
said.
In relevant remarks in July, Supreme Leader of the Islamic Revolution Ayatollah Seyed Ali
Khamenei underlined that Iran cannot trust the US and its western allies for their bad record in
complying with their commitments.

"Both the US government and Congress have proven their animosity towards the Iranian nation and
government," Ayatollah Khamenei said in a meeting with Iranian university students and
academicians in Tehran.
Iran's Supreme Leader pointed to the US officials' claims that they are willing to negotiate with Iran
on regional issues, including Syria, and said, "We do not want such coordination because their main
goal is to put an end to Iran's presence in the region."
Ayatollah Khamenei reiterated that Iran wants the US lack of presence in the region, and said, "Iran
has rational stances on regional issues."

He said that those who believe we should become close to the Western countries for the sake of the
country's progress are out of their mind.

"The Iranian nation has very bad memory of the western countries," the Supreme Leader said,
adding, "After the victory of the Islamic Revolution in 1979, the Western countries, specially the US
imposed sanctions on the country, fully supported the former Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein during
the eight-year war (1980-88 Iran-Iraq war), supported the counter-revolutionary groups, shot
down an Iranian passenger plane and sabotaged the JCPOA's trend."

In mid-June, Ayatollah Khamenei warned the US presidential candidates to watch their mouth when
speaking of the Vienna nuclear deal, stressing that Tehran will also ditch the agreement if future
White House leaders show disrespect and discard it.
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"We do not violate the JCPOA (Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action also known as the nuclear deal),
but if the opposite party violates it and tears it apart as the US presidential candidates state and
threaten at present, then we will burn it," Ayatollah Khamenei warned during his remarks at a
meeting with the heads of the three branches of power, high-ranking officials and different
government bodies and armed forces on the occasion of the holy month of Ramadan here in Tehran.

The Iranian leader's warning was deemed as a general message to the political brass in Washington,
but seemed to be more addressed to the US presidential candidate, Donald Trump. The totally
estrange presidential nominee has repeatedly warned that he would tear apart and discard the
nuclear deal with Iran on day one of office if he is ever elected, while his Democrat rival Hillary
Clinton has said that she would remain loyal to the deal although she has vowed to be tough on
Iran.

The Iranian leader further blasted the US for hypocrisy in return for Iran's honesty, saying, "As
regards the JCPOA, the opposite party has defied its duty that has been removing the sanctions, the
problem with the banks has not yet been resolved, the oil tankers insurance is done at a limited
scope, the crude revenues and our money that are in other countries are not given back to us and
the Americans have not fulfilled a major part of their undertakings, while we have done our part
and shut down the 20-percent enrichment at Fordo (nuclear enrichment facility) and Arak (heavy
water reactor)."

He also warned that the hostilities between Tehran and Washington would not end as the US is
resolved to topple the Islamic Republic. "It is wrong to assume that we can come along with the US,
this is wrong and we cannot rely on illusions as their issue is with the life and essence of the Islamic
Republic and this cannot be resolved through negotiations."
Yet, Ayatollah Khamenei reiterated that the arrogant party seeking continued animosity is not
Tehran, but Washington that wants regime change in Iran.

"Some imagine that hostilities are the result of our belligerence towards the US; (then if that's true)
what has the Islamic Republic done to France? Why did France play the bad cop in the nuclear talks
and why are the Netherlands and Canada showing enmity (towards Iran)," the Supreme Leader
asked.

The US has been lagging in implementation of the last July nuclear deal with Iran. Months after the
implementation of the nuclear deal, Iran is complaining that the US has not shown its loyalty to the
agreement in action.
http://en.farsnews.com/newstext.aspx?nn=13950524000646
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FARS News Agency – Tehran, Iran
Tuesday, August 16, 2016

Commander: Strategic Confrontation between Iran, US Intensifying
TEHRAN (FNA) - Commander of Khatam ol-Anbia Headquarters Major General Gholam Ali Rashid
underlined that Iran and the US are locked in in an intensifying strategic confrontation.

"We are facing different types of threats and the possibility of action by the enemy, meaning that
there is a strategic confrontation between the Islamic Republic of Iran and the US," General Rashid
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said, addressing an exhibition of the Civil Defense Organization's achievements and capabilities in
Tehran on Tuesday.

He said that the level of strategic confrontation between Iran and the US has enhanced, specially in
the current decade, along with the developments in the past few years, including the Islamic
Awakening and emergence of the suspicious Takfiri groups which, he said, have been created to
confront the Islamic Revolution.
"The Islamic Republic of Iran is facing growing threats and numerous opportunities in this
situation," General Rashid underlined.

In relevant remarks in June, Supreme Leader of the Islamic Revolution Ayatollah Seyed Ali
Khamenei rapped the US officials for their continued threats and excessive demands from Iran even
after the July nuclear deal, and said Tehran is standing firm against Washington's plots in West Asia.
"The Americans, including the administration, the Congress and the presidential candidates,
continue raising excessive demands and threats, and their positions and threats in the current
period of time is like the period before the (nuclear) agreement and we shouldn’t keep silent
against this arrogance," Ayatollah Khamenei said, addressing the Iranian legislators.

He warned of the US and its allies' plots against the region, and said, "The enemy has drawn plans
for the important and sensitive region of West Asia and is attempting to foil the Islamic Republic's
policies which are preventing the implementation of its plots."
Ayatollah Khamenei said that the presence of a big Muslim population and existence of giant oil
resources, waterways and the Zionist regime in the region make the region important to the
enemies, and said, "Their plot against the region is the same New and Great Middle-East plan that
they had several years ago."

He underlined failure of the US plots in the region, including Iraq, Syria, Lebanon and Palestine due
to the resistance shown by the Islamic Republic, and said, "We should stand against these
hegemonic policies and unveil the true face of the arrogant powers."
Also in the same month, Ayatollah Khamenei urged the Iranians to maintain their “revolutionary
spirit” by means of which they drove out the enemies, including the US, out of Iran 38 years ago.

"We have many small and big enemies, but foremost among them are America and this very evil
Britain,” Ayatollah Khamenei said, addressing more than one million mourners in Southern Tehran
to mark the 27th anniversary of the demise of Imam Khomeini who ended a pro-Western monarchy
in Iran in 1979.
Iran's Supreme Leader reiterated that any individual or current which is working for Islam, if they
trust the US, they will be slapped in the face.
Ayatollah Khamenei pointed to the history of US hostility against Iran, including its support for
Saddam Hussein in the 1980-1988 war against Iran, US downing of an Iranian passenger plane, its
attack on Iranian oil platforms and a CIA coup in Iran.
"The enmity with Iran stems from its revolutionary spirit; the pressures which are being exerted
are due to this revolutionary (spirit) because the enemies are afraid of it," the Supreme Leader
added.
http://en.farsnews.com/newstext.aspx?nn=13950526001133
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Mehr News Agency – Tehran, Iran

Araghchi: Iran to React Strongly if West Fails to Abide by N-Deal

Tuesday, 16 August 2016

TEHRAN, Aug. 16 (MNA) – Head of JCPOA Follow-up Committee Araghchi said Iran would react
strongly if the West failed to hold up its end of the deal in regard to Iran’s nuclear agreement.

Abbas Araghchi, Iran’s Deputy Foreign Minister and Head of JCPOA Follow-up Committee, said a
joint commission is currently following up on all instances of Western non-compliance with the
implementation of the nuclear deal.

“There have been certain flaws on the part of the Western side in the implementation of the JCPOA,
which have been raised and followed up in the joint commission,” Araghchi said, adding “many of
these flaws have been resolved, including the ones regarding the insurance, banking transactions
and financial affairs.”
Araghchi stressed that some of the issues required time to be settled while some others needed
new regulations to be defined by the other side; “all of these issues are being resolved one by one,
although there are still some hesitance and negligence from the other side.”

“We will react strongly to any failure of the West in complying with the JCPOA and will remind the
other side of its responsibilities,” he said.
He further noted that the Vice Presidency for Legal Affairs is in charge of pursuing the case on the
US seizure of $2 billion Iranian assets, adding the office has referred a complaint to the
International Court of Justice.
http://en.mehrnews.com/news/118966/Iran-to-react-strongly-if-West-fails-to-abide-by-N-deal
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FARS News Agency – Tehran, Iran
Tuesday, August 16, 2016

Top Security Official Indirectly Confirms Deployment of Russian Bombers in Iranian Airbase

TEHRAN (FNA) - Secretary of Iran's Supreme National Security Council (SNSC) Ali Shamkhani
indirectly confirmed deployment of Tu-22M3 bombers and Su-34 strike fighters in Western Iran to
be used for airstrikes against terrorists in Syria.

"Cooperation between Tehran and Moscow to fight against terrorism in Syria is strategic and we
exchange our capacities and possibilities in this regard," Shamkhani said on Tuesday when asked by
Iran's state-run news agency about Russian media reports on the deployment of the country's
fighter jets on the Iranian soil.
"The conditions have grown difficult for the terrorists due to the constructive and extensive
cooperation among Iran, Russia, Syria and the resistance front and this trend will continue with
new and massive operations until their full annihilation," he added.

Shamkhani underlined that Tehran, without any expectations, is playing a military advisory role in
countries which are fighting against terrorism.
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Earlier today, the Russian Defense Ministry announced that the ISIL terrorist group’s Aleppo arms
depots used to supply ISIL militants near Aleppo were destroyed by Russian planes taking off from
an Iranian airbase.
The report was published by Sputnik news agency after al-Masdar News reported Moscow and
Tehran signed a military agreement allowing Russian aircraft to station at Hamadan Airport in
Western Iran, RT reported.

Russia's Ministry of Defense confirmed to Sputnik on Tuesday that it had deployed Tu-22M3
bombers and Su-34 strike fighters in Iran and these have already carried out airstrikes
against terrorists in Syria.

"On August 16, 2016, Tu-23M3 long-range bombers and Su-34 bombers, having taken off from their
base in Hamadan [Islamic Republic of Iran], carried out group airstrikes against targets belonging
to Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) and Jabhat al-Nusra (Fatah al-Sham) terrorist groups
in the provinces of Aleppo, Deir Ezzur and Idlib," the ministry said in a statement.
Strategic long-range Tu-22M3 bombers have already delivered airstrikes in Syria against ISIL from
the airfield.
Al-Masdar News said the number of military aircraft to be deployed at Hamadan Airbase has not
been disclosed yet,.
First photos published by al-Masdar expose at least three Tu-22M3 bombers and Il-76 military
transport jet in Iran.

The core benefit for the Russian Air Force is a drastic reduction in flying time to terrorist targets in
Syria.

Russian long-range bombers have been delivering airstrikes in Syria from a base in Mozdok, Russia,
and had to cover a distance of about 2,000km to get to Syrian airspace. Now that distance is
reduced to some 700km, so time-sensitive airstrikes can be delivered immediately and more
cheaply.
As for Khmeimim Airbase in Syria’s Lattakia province, used by Russian task force since September
2015 to deliver airstrikes against ISIL, its airstrip is not suitable for the heavy Tu-22M3.
But that is subject to change, as Damascus granted Moscow permission to station a permanent
military airbase at Khmeimim, and the Russian Air Force is preparing to thoroughly refurbish and
modernize the airfield, so it will be able to accommodate all types of military aircraft in the near
future.
Military cooperation between Iran and Russia is developing rapidly.

In January this year, Moscow and Tehran signed military cooperation deal that implies wider
collaboration in personnel training and counter-terrorism activities. Russia’s Defense Minister
Sergey Shoigu and his Iranian counterpart Brigadier General Hossein Dehghan signed the document
during a visit by Russia’s top brass to the Iranian capital.
Earlier, Russian media reported that Moscow has once again requested Iran and Iraq to allow cruise
missiles to fly through their respective airspace to deliver strikes on terrorist targets in Syria.
Russia also launched tactical naval drills in the Mediterranean and Caspian Seas. The warships
taking part in the exercise are to engage in live artillery and missile fire “under simulated battlefield
conditions.” The Mediterranean force includes two fast attack guided missile craft, both armed with
Kalibr-NK cruise missile complexes equipped with eight missiles each.
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Simultaneously, a group of four attack guided missile craft each armed with 8 Kalibr-NK cruise
missiles has been deployed in the southwestern part of the Caspian Sea, also to perform live
artillery and missile strikes.

On October 7, 2015, four Russian Navy warships in the Caspian Sea fired a total of 26 missiles at
positions in Syria held by ISIL, Shoigu announced. The missiles traveled some 1,500km, changing
route several times, and eliminating 11 targets.

On November 20, warships of Russia’s Caspian Fleet launched 18 cruise missiles at seven targets in
the Syrian provinces of Raqqa, Idlib and Aleppo. All of the targets were said to have been
successfully hit.
http://en.farsnews.com/newstext.aspx?nn=13950526001009
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Trend News Agency – Baku, Azerbaijan

Iran Says Russian Bombers Only Refuel at Hamadan Base
By Fatih Karimov, Trend
17 August 2016

Russian bombers only refuel at the Nojeh airbase in Iran’s western Hamadan city, Alaeddin
Boroujerdi, head of parliament’s Foreign Policy and National Security Commission, has said.

He further said Iran’s Supreme National Security Council has issued permission for the Russian
aircraft conducting sorties against terrorists in Syria to refuel in the base, Tasnim news agency
reported Aug. 17.

Boroujerdi added that the refueling of Russian planes is done within the quadripartite cooperation
between Iran, Russia, Syria and Iraq.
“Neither Hamadan airbase has become a Russian base, nor any Russian fighter has been deployed
there, so this isn’t against the Islamic Republic’s constitution,” the senior MP said.

“This cooperation is carried out in line with Iran’s goals in fighting terrorism,” he added.

On Aug. 16, Russia said its Tu-22M3 and Su-34 bombers are deployed in Iran and from there the
aircraft are hitting the “Islamic State” (IS) terrorist group in Syria. Some Iranian politicians’ raised
concerns on the issue, saying the move is against the Islamic Republic’s constitution.

During a parliament session held Aug 17, Iranian MP Heshmatollah Falahatpisheh said the
deployment of Russian military forces in the Nojeh airbase is against the Article 176 of the Islamic
Republic’s constitution.
In response to him, Iranian parliament’s speaker Ali Larijani said no military base was given to
Russia.

“No base in Iran has been given to Russian military,” Larijani said. “Tehran cooperates with Moscow
on regional issues, including Syria, but no base has been given to them.”
Elsewhere in his remarks, Boroujerdi rejected some Israeli media reports about deployment of
Russia’s S-400 air defense system in the Nojeh airbase.
Issue No.1229, 19 August 2016
United States Air Force Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies| Maxwell AFB, Alabama
https://cuws.au.af.mil \ https://twitter.com/USAF_CUWS
Phone: 334.953.7538

USAF Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies
CUWS Outreach Journal
Maxwell AFB, Alabama

“Nothing by Russia has been deployed on the Islamic Republic’s soil,” he underlined.
http://en.trend.az/iran/politics/2650004.html
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Tasnim News Agency – Tehran, Iran

No Limits on Range, Accuracy of Iran’s Missiles: DM
August 19, 2016

TEHRAN (Tasnim) – Iranian Defense Minister Brigadier General Hossein Dehqan highlighted the
country’s technical capacity to fulfill its needs for military equipment, stressing that there is no
limitation to improvement of the quality and range of homegrown missiles.

“Our missiles have the highest destructive power and enjoy high accuracy, durability and reliable
tactical status, and we face no limitation on the range, accuracy and quality of the products,” the
senior general said in address to Friday prayers worshippers in Tehran.

He also underlined that Iran has gained such high level of defense power that it can combat any
threat against the nation.

By employing local experts, Iran’s defense industry is capable of fulfilling demands for all military
equipment, he added.
As regards Iran’s progress in the space sphere, the minister pointed to the launch of satellites as
heavy as 500kg into the orbit, which he said would satisfy local needs for positioning data.

He further reaffirmed Iran’s support for its allies, saying the anti-Israel axis of resistance fulfills the
bulk of its needs using Iran’s defense capabilities.
Iranian officials have repeatedly underscored that the country will not hesitate to strengthen its
military capabilities, including its missile power, which are entirely meant for defense, and that
Iran’s defense capabilities will be never subject to negotiations.

In late March, Leader of the Islamic Revolution Ayatollah Seyed Ali Khamenei underscored the need
for boosting Iran’s defense capabilities, warning that enemies are making use of every tool available
to undermine the Islamic Republic.
Ayatollah Khamenei said at the time that if the Islamic establishment seeks technology and
negotiations but lacks defense might, it will have to buckle in the face of any weak country posing
threats.

In March, the IRGC test-fired two types of Qadr ballistic missiles during the large-scale drills,
codenamed “Might of Velayat”.

The two ballistic missiles, Qadr-H and Qadr-F, were launched from the heights of East Alborz
Mountains, north of Iran, and hit targets on the Makran coasts, southeast of the country.

http://www.tasnimnews.com/en/news/2016/08/19/1162157/no-limits-on-range-accuracy-ofiran-s-missiles-dm
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The Express Tribune – Karachi, Pakistan

Pakistan Offers India Bilateral Arrangement on Non-Testing of Nuclear Weapons
By Our Correspondent
August 16, 2016

ISLAMABAD: In an attempt to promote restraint and responsibility in South Asia, Pakistan has
offered its nuclear-armed arch rival for a bilateral arrangement on non-testing of nuclear weapons,
the Foreign Office said on Tuesday.

Prime Minister’s Adviser on Foreign Affairs Sartaj Aziz had earlier this month renewed Islamabad’s
proposal to New Delhi for simultaneous adherence to the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).

A similar proposal, Nafees Zakaria said, which was made following Pakistan’s nuclear tests in 1998,
did not elicit a favourable response from India.

“Pakistan has indicated the possibility that the two countries may consider a bilateral arrangement,
which is reflective of its policy of promoting restraint and responsibility in South Asia and its
consistent support for the objectives of the CTBT,” the spokesperson said in a statement.
“The bilateral non-testing arrangement, if mutually agreed, could become binding immediately
without waiting for the entry into force of the CTBT at the international level.”

Explaining further, the spokesperson said while the unilateral moratoriums declared by the two
countries were voluntary, legally non-binding and could be withdrawn unilaterally, a bilateral
arrangement will be mutually binding and difficult to withdraw from unilaterally.
“Both countries could consider working out the details of the arrangement and mutually agreed
confidence-building measures in relation to it.”
The spokesperson said a mutual agreement could set the tone for mutually agreed measures on
restraint and avoidance of arms race in South Asia.

“A bilateral arrangement on non-testing will also send a positive signal to the Nuclear Supplier
Group (NSG) countries, which are discussing the non-proliferation commitments of non-NPT states
in relation to the question of membership,” said Zakaria.

http://tribune.com.pk/story/1163773/pakistan-offers-india-bilateral-arrangement-non-testingnuclear-weapons/
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Australian Strategic Policy Institute (ASPI) – Barton, Australia

OPINION/The Strategist

Nuclear Weapons and First Use
By Rod Lyon

15 August 2016

Recent media reports suggesting that President Obama’s considering embracing a no-first-use
pledge in US nuclear declaratory policy have certainly rekindled the debate over the wisdom of
such a move. The debate’s not new, and resonances of its earlier rounds abound. Over at Arms
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Control Wonk, Michael Krepon has penned a couple of thoughtful pieces, essentially supporting the
notion of a no-first-use policy—just not yet. On the other side of the debate, Elbridge Colby’s argued
that a no-first-use declaration would be a deep strategic error. Andrew Shearer’s argued a similar
line over at War on the Rocks.
In arms control terms, no-first-use pledges have a superficial attractiveness. For one thing—if they
could be taken at face value—they would imply an important raising of the nuclear threshold. If all
nine current nuclear weapon states were to embrace them, none would ever use nuclear weapons
first in a conflict. And the essential role of nuclear weapons would be limited to deterring, and
responding to, an adversary’s use of nuclear weapons in violation of that pledge.

But can they be taken at face value? One of the central problems with a no-first-use pledge is that
it’s inherently incredible. Such a pledge says that a nuclear weapon state is content to lose a war at
the conventional level without resorting to nuclear weapons. Perhaps that’s the case with some
limited conventional conflicts fought over peripheral rather than core interests. But it’s not true in
relation to all conventional conflicts. All of the nuclear weapon states have some interests the loss of
which they would regard as intolerable. Such prospect of loss would excite resort to nuclear
weapons. If it didn’t, why would they have built them in the first place?

The second problem is one of strategic utility. If nuclear weapons are useful in deterring major war,
why are we so anxious to ensure they deter only nuclear use? NATO strategists in the days of the
Cold War used to argue plausibly that theatre- and tactical-range nuclear weapons helped offset the
possibility of Soviet conventional aggression by making it more difficult for the Warsaw Pact to
concentrate its tank armies. Any such massing of forward-deployed armour would be a potential
target for a NATO nuclear weapon. In short, NATO’s option of crossing the threshold first helped to
lengthen the odds that it would ever need to do so. NATO’s logic then remains just as compelling
today for any nuclear weapon state which feels itself conventionally outgunned.

Even those nuclear weapon states confident about their own conventional strength might well see a
role for nuclear weapons in constraining an adversary’s options. The US found itself in exactly that
position in the early 1990s, leading the multinational force engaged in expelling Saddam’s forces
from Kuwait. Veiled US threats then that Washington would regard any Iraqi use of weapons of
mass destruction—essentially chemical weapons—as opening the door to possible US nuclear
weapon use, were designed to constrain Iraqi options and leverage the multinational force’s
conventional advantage.

Then there’s a third problem—assurance. A US no-first-use pledge would play merry havoc with its
extended nuclear assurances to its allies. Allies would worry about both of the first two problems:
that a US which was serious about its no-first-use pledge might be more inclined to see their
interests as peripheral rather than vital; and that they’re more exposed to shifts in regional
conventional force balances than is the US itself. That’s broadly true for all US allies around the
Eurasian rimlands, but the rapid growth of Chinese conventional power in Asia makes this factor
particularly telling in Australia’s own region.
For all those reasons, a sudden step towards a no-first-use pledge by an American president in the
last six months of his office would be a worrying development. True, the 2010 US Nuclear Posture
Review pointed to a future in which the US would ‘seek to reduce the role and numbers of nuclear
weapons’. But Washington balked at making a ‘sole purpose’ declaration—essentially a declaration
that the sole purpose of nuclear weapons was to deter any use of nuclear weapons by an
adversary—during that Review. And it’s hard to argue that nuclear weapons have become more
irrelevant in the years since. There’s strategic value in the current policy. That, by the way, isn’t a
pledge to use nuclear weapons first; it’s merely a refusal to pledge not to do so. That position
retains the possibility of first use—which is probably unappetising for some, but fulfils the tests of
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credibility, deterrence and assurance. If we have to live through the nuclear age, let’s at least make
sure the weapons make a positive contribution to international security.
Rod Lyon is a senior fellow at ASPI.

http://www.aspistrategist.org.au/nuclear-weapons-first-use/
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Global Times – Beijing, China
OPINION/Observer

US, South Korea Must Take Blame for North’s New Nuclear Move
Source: Global Times
August 18, 2016

North Korea's Atomic Energy Institute on Wednesday claimed that it has reprocessed spent nuclear
fuel rods removed from a graphite-moderated reactor in a written interview with Japan's Kyodo
News. It also disclosed that its Yongbyon nuclear facilities have produced uranium needed for
nuclear armaments. At a time when Beijing and Seoul are in a tug of war on the deployment of the
Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) anti-missile system, Pyongyang has thrown a
bombshell.
North Korea mothballed the Yongbyon reactor in 2007 under the Six-Party Talks accord, but began
renovating it amid the confrontation with the US and South Korea in 2013. Kyodo's report
suggested that North Korea has resumed its reprocessing facilities and its nuclear reactor is in full
swing.
This is a dilemma facing China, the US and South Korea. The choice of the latter two is simple. The
more nuclear activities North Korea will carry out, the greater pressure they will impose on it. But
their tactics are of no help in solving the problem.

Given the increasing risks of a military strike by the US and South Korea and subversion of the
regime, Pyongyang seemingly has no other choice but to intensify its efforts in developing nuclear
power. China seems to have the most options, but that has put the country in a predicament. Beijing
has cooled down its relations with Pyongyang and imposed the toughest ever sanctions against it
over the past several years.

Complaints from South Korea that China hasn't pressured Pyongyang enough have often been
heard. Seoul hopes Beijing and Pyongyang will openly turn against each other. It is even better for
Seoul to see the North targets its nuclear weapons at China. Meanwhile, Pyongyang blames Beijing
for taking the wrong side.

China should stay unwavering to pursue denuclearization in the Korean Peninsula. Meanwhile, it
should hold firm to opposing any strategic military deployment by the US that will cause threats to
China's security under the excuse of dealing with the Peninsula situation. North Korea's resumption
of uranium production further complicates the Korean Peninsula situation. But currently, China
should pay more attention to THAAD.
Pyongyang has paid the price for developing nuclear weapons, so should the US and South Korea
for deploying THAAD. Any resolution by the UN Security Council to denounce North Korea and
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adopt new sanctions should be associated with the THAAD issue. The US and South Korea should
take the blame if THAAD impairs the effectiveness of sanctions against the North. Nonetheless,
Pyongyang shouldn't feel relieved. It would rather be totally isolated from the international
community before it gives up its nuclear ambition.

China objects to North Korea's nuclear tests and war on the Peninsula. But once large-scale military
conflicts break out, the North and South Korea will take the brunt. China doesn't need to feel more
anxious than them.
http://www.globaltimes.cn/content/1001370.shtml
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The Daily Signal – Washington, D.C.

OPINION/Commentary

US ‘No First Use’ Pledge Would Degrade Allied Defense
By Bruce Klingner
August 18, 2016

In the waning days of his tenure, President Barack Obama is reportedly contemplating declaring a
“no first use” pledge for U.S. nuclear weapons.

Such a policy decision, a dramatic reversal of America’s post-World War II security strategy, would
be another step toward Obama’s utopian vision of global nuclear disarmament.
U.S. allies rely on America’s extended deterrence guarantee—the triad of U.S. nuclear weapons,
ballistic missile defense, and conventional forces—for their security. This reliance prevents
opponents from using coercive pressure against U.S. allies, constrains nuclear proliferation, and
enables allies to devote their defense budget to conventional forces rather than attempt to
duplicate U.S. nuclear forces.

Since 1945, the United States has strengthened deterrence by refusing to adopt a no first use pledge
and thereby retaining all possible military options for its own defense and those of its allies. U.S.
nuclear weapons can offset opponents’ conventional force superiority and deter them from using
other weapons of mass destruction, such as chemical or biological weapons.
The U.K., France, Japan, South Korea, and Germany have all expressed concerns about a no first use
declaration. Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe raised the issue personally with visiting Adm.
Harry Harris, the commander of U.S. Forces Pacific, commenting that deterrence against countries
such as North Korea would suffer and the risks of conflict will rise.
National Security Council spokesman Ned Price stated that the Obama administration is “always
looking for additional ways to achieve progress” on Obama’s quest for a “world without nuclear
weapons,” announced during a 2009 speech in Prague.

But reality intruded on Obama’s idealism that day when North Korea launched a long-range missile
designed to target the United States with nuclear weapons. Since then, Pyongyang has continued to
augment its nuclear arsenal and threats to use it against the U.S., South Korea, and Japan.

Obama’s May 2016 speech in Hiroshima resurrected his Prague denuclearization vision. By
implicitly criticizing the “terrible force unleashed” at Hiroshima and lamenting “how easily we learn
to justify violence in the name of some higher cause,” Obama adopted an aloof view disdainful of all
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violence, lumping aggressors and defenders together. Hiroshima was a tragedy, but so were all the
lives lost in the preceding years of conflict.
Implementing a no first use pledge would provoke greater allied insecurity and trepidation of
America’s commitment to their defense.

In recent years, allies and partners have expressed unease over U.S. military capabilities brought on
by massive cuts to America’s defense budget and have questioned U.S. resolve to counter Syria’s
brutal attacks on its populace, Russian and Chinese expansionist behavior, and North Korea’s
growing nuclear threat.
A no first use pledge could also lead allies to contemplate developing their own nuclear weapons
programs. North Korea’s growing nuclear and missile threat has led South Korean legislators and
conservative media to increasingly advocate for an indigenous nuclear weapons program.

South Korean National Assembly member Won Yoo-chul, the floor leader of the ruling Saenuri
Party, stated in February, “We can’t borrow [nuclear] umbrellas from next door every time it rains.
We should wear a raincoat of our own.”
That a critically important ally is contemplating the necessity of replacing the U.S. nuclear
guarantee and several allies have expressed concerns over the ramifications to their security of a
U.S. no first use pledge is worrisome. The U.S. should be taking steps to affirm its unwavering
commitment to its allies rather than calling it into question.

Bruce Klingner, a senior research fellow for Northeast Asia at The Heritage Foundation's Asian Studies
Center, spent 20 years in the intelligence community working at the CIA and Defense Intelligence
Agency.
http://dailysignal.com/2016/08/18/us-no-first-use-pledge-would-degrade-allied-defense/
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The Asahi Shimbun – Tokyo, Japan
OPINION/Editorial

EDITORIAL: Abe Should Be Backing Obama’s ‘No First Use’ Nuclear Proposal
August 19, 2016

The nuclear “no first use” principle means a country will not use nuclear weapons unless it is first
attacked by an enemy using nuclear arms.
U.S. President Barack Obama is said to be considering adopting this policy. But Prime Minister
Shinzo Abe has conveyed his opposition to such a move to Adm. Harry Harris Jr., head of the U.S.
Pacific Command, according to a recent report by The Washington Post.

The report said Abe expressed concerns that if Obama declares a “no first use” policy, deterrence
against North Korea will suffer and the risks of conflict will rise.

The Japanese government has made no official comment on the report, and it is not clear if Abe
really made these remarks.

The Japanese government’s traditional position has been that it cannot support the “no first use”
policy because it would undermine deterrence of the nuclear umbrella.
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Talking to The Asahi Shimbun about the report, a senior Foreign Ministry official said: “If the U.S.
administration declares no first use of nuclear weapons, there can be no extended deterrence
provided by the United States to protect Japan. That’s not going to happen.”
For Japan, which once suffered nuclear devastation, this stance is too backward-looking to take.
There can be no winner or loser in a nuclear war.

And the risk of nuclear warfare cannot be eliminated as long as nations depend on nuclear
deterrence for their security.

A major nuclear power’s attempt to reduce the role of nuclear arms in national security is a boost to
efforts to prevent nuclear proliferation.
A harsh assessment of the security environment is necessary. But many experts argue that
conventional weapons of the U.S. military offer sufficient deterrence against North Korea and other
countries.

In his speech in Hiroshima three months ago, Obama said, “We must have the courage to escape the
logic of fear and pursue a world without them (nuclear weapons).”
Abe, who stood beside Obama in Hiroshima, should cooperate actively with the president in his bid
to promote the policy of “no first use.”
In addition to Japan, South Korea, which is also protected by the U.S. nuclear umbrella, and two
nuclear powers--Britain and France--have communicated their concerns about the change in the
U.S. nuclear-weapons policy, according to The Washington Post.

On the other hand, a group of former government officials of Asia-Pacific countries, including
former Foreign Minister Yoriko Kawaguchi and former Australian Foreign Minister Gareth Evans,
recently released a joint statement calling on the Obama administration to pledge never to be the
first to use nuclear weapons and urging Japan and other U.S. allies to support the policy.

Japan, which has first-hand experiences of the ravages of nuclear attacks, should never take action
that hinders any global trend toward a world without nuclear weapons.

Japan’s foreign policy should be focused on efforts to realize a security system not dependent on the
nuclear umbrella. Tokyo should declare its will to pursue that goal and hold serious negotiations
with Washington to achieve it.
Such efforts would enhance Japan’s moral position and contribute to stability and peace in the
region.
In Hiroshima, Abe pledged to “continue to make efforts” to realize a world without nuclear
weapons.
Abe needs to offer a clear vision and take concrete actions to deliver on his promise.
--The Asahi Shimbun, Aug. 19

http://www.asahi.com/ajw/articles/AJ201608190028.html
Return to Top

Issue No.1229, 19 August 2016
United States Air Force Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies| Maxwell AFB, Alabama
https://cuws.au.af.mil \ https://twitter.com/USAF_CUWS
Phone: 334.953.7538

USAF Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies
(CUWS) Outreach Journal
ABOUT THE USAF CUWS
The USAF Counterproliferation Center was established in 1998 at the direction of the Chief of Staff of the
Air Force. Located at Maxwell AFB, this Center capitalizes on the resident expertise of Air University, while
extending its reach far beyond - and influences a wide audience of leaders and policy makers. A
memorandum of agreement between the Air Staff Director for Nuclear and Counterproliferation (then
AF/XON), now AF/A5XP) and Air War College Commandant established the initial manpower and
responsibilities of the Center. This included integrating counterproliferation awareness into the
curriculum and ongoing research at the Air University; establishing an information repository to promote
research on counterproliferation and nonproliferation issues; and directing research on the various topics
associated with counterproliferation and nonproliferation.
The Secretary of Defense's Task Force on Nuclear Weapons Management released a report in 2008 that
recommended "Air Force personnel connected to the nuclear mission be required to take a professional
military education (PME) course on national, defense, and Air Force concepts for deterrence and
defense." As a result, the Air Force Nuclear Weapons Center, in coordination with the AF/A10 and Air
Force Global Strike Command, established a series of courses at Kirtland AFB to provide continuing
education through the careers of those Air Force personnel working in or supporting the nuclear
enterprise. This mission was transferred to the Counterproliferation Center in 2012, broadening its
mandate to providing education and research to not just countering WMD but also nuclear deterrence.
In February 2014, the Center’s name was changed to the Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies to
reflect its broad coverage of unconventional weapons issues, both offensive and defensive, across the six
joint operating concepts (deterrence operations, cooperative security, major combat operations, irregular
warfare, stability operations, and homeland security). The term “unconventional weapons,” currently
defined as nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons, also includes the improvised use of chemical,
biological, and radiological hazards.
The CUWS's military insignia displays the symbols of nuclear, biological, and chemical hazards. The arrows
above the hazards represent the four aspects of counterproliferation - counterforce, active defense,
passive defense, and consequence management.

Issue No.1229, 19 August 2016
United States Air Force Center for Unconventional Weapons Studies| Maxwell AFB, Alabama
https://cuws.au.af.mil \ https://twitter.com/USAF_CUWS
Phone: 334.953.7538

