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The success of global nuclear security regime is primarily based upon ‘fair

model’ of institutional, legal and regulatory frameworks with major powers
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COMMENT

The first summit was held in Washington in 2010 followed by the second NSS in Seoul and third NSS
in The Hague in 2014. Interestingly, the preparatory meetings for first NSS named as ‘Sherpa
meetings’ also witnessed India as an active participant. The first summit necessitated an attempt to
draw the ‘highest possible global attention’ towards promotion of nuclear security across the world.
While the first summit in 2010 identified the need for ‘political agreements’ to ensure global nuclear
security, the second in Seoul in 2012 was more concerned with the implementation of the ‘Washington
Communique’ agreed in 2010. The Seoul meeting saw an expansion of work strategy towards nuclear
security, which includes increased cooperation against nuclear terrorism, safety and protection of
nuclear facilities and preventing illicit trafficking of nuclear materials. Moreover, the third NSS
summit held in The Hague identified among its goals, fostering‘cooperation with industry’ towards

global nuclear security.

India’s role in global nuclear security regime has been very significant. India participated in the early
preparatory meetings called ‘Sherpa Meetings’ in the run up to the organisation of the first NSS in
Washington. Moreover, as a party of the ‘Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism’, India
participated in its working group meetings on nuclear security related issues, made amendments to its
Atomic Energy Act (1962) to strengthen safety measures, actively contributed to the IAEA’s
(International Atomic Energy Agency) action plans on nuclear security and submitted a progress report
in NSS, 2016 calling for ‘top down model’ based on ‘cooperation at the level of NGOs’ for global

nuclear security.

The fourth NSS with the participation of more than 50 world leaders was well-attended event
deliberating upon serious global security issue. The mandate of NSS is based on both legal and
informal frameworks. The summit called for four detailed ‘action plans’ relating to global nuclear
security regime. Among these four, two are two informal arrangements with non-binding character like
the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Weapons and the Global Partnership Against the Spread of
Nuclear Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction. These are all directed towards securing any kind
of ‘illicit trafficking’ of nuclear-related materials, devices and related facilities at large. The NSS 2016

also envisaged working out ‘country specific measures’ towards security of nuclear facilities and
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arsenal. Calling for the central role of the IAEA in promoting nuclear security the summit sought to

establish ‘contact groups’ at the expert level to oversee the progress of summit deliberations.

In addition many states ratified the 2005 Vienna amendment for “physical protection of nuclear
facilities” make a good case for drawing upon national legal framework to safeguard domestic nuclear
facilities. It offers a good hope to safeguard global nuclear security architecture based on country
measures. China made a positive change to its nuclear security policy by upholding beliefs in IAEA
nuclear security recommendations and also accepted allowing ‘peer reviews’ of its nuclear security
architecture. This holds significance to Indian concerns for import of nuclear facilities to Pakistan by

China and regional security arrangements.

As promised in the last summit held in 2014, Japan and the United States removed weapon-grade
plutonium and highly enriched uranium (HEU) from their Fast Critical Assembly (FCA) at Tokaimura,
120km northeast of Tokyo, Japan. Most of the FCA material is in metal form and is pocket-sized,
making it easy to be trafficked. Moreover, participating states also agreed to form 18 new group
commitments termed as ‘gift baskets’ on various subjects relating to shift from use of radiological
source towards low risk technological arrangements. On a higher note, the summit drew timely
attention to the link between ‘nuclear and cyber security’ initiatives based on the reports of Interpol’s

counter nuclear trafficking initiative, ‘Operation Fail Safe’.

However, as readings suggests, there have also been some short falls towards the objective of global
nuclear security during NSS 2016. There was criticism over the communiqué offering no new firm
commitments towards nuclear security and action plans also adding up nothing new to what several
institutions are already doing. Despite assurances there was no specific focus towards ‘nuclear weapon
free world” and much was being deliberated upon protection of existing nuclear facilities across the
globe. In addition, international cooperation in promoting nuclear security still remains limited to the
civilian sector only. Many important states like Pakistan and Russia are still out of initiatives towards
nuclear security framework, that India and China have joined. Regarding US promises towards decline

in nuclear arsenal, many reports suggest the reverse trend is happening post Ukraine crisis. Also by
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putting India and Pakistan in same basket Obama drew upon negative flank taking excuse of India’s

efforts to promote global nuclear security.

In sum, as Prime Minister Modi pointed towards threat to ‘nuclear security from state sponsored
terrorism’ it is very much imperative for world leaders and particularly US to build upon global nuclear
security regime based on ‘fair model’ of institutional, legal and regulatory frameworks with
cooperation from all including Russia. The task, which Obama called for, remains still unaccomplished
and challenging. In addition, as India played a more ‘proactive role’ towards nuclear security, the US

must not relinquish upon from a global forum like NSS.
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