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Three threats with different prognoses
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The world is facing three major threats, the most dangerous
of which is nuclear deterrence. Fortunately, however, this
threat can be eliminated.

The coronavirus pandemic — the acute global crisis that we are currently facing — is set
to claim many lives and have a devastating effect on the economy. However, the
prospect of a vaccination and/or the ability to develop immunity to the virus gives us
reason to believe that humanity will survive (1), just as it has survived earlier
pandemics throughout history.

Climate change may be on course to destroy the earth's ecosystems and cause mass
death and misery, but we probably still have time to moderate the impact if we are
willing to abandon some of our modern day comforts — right now.

The nuclear deterrence policy that is practised by NATO and other nuclear powers
requires thousands of nuclear weapons to be ready for launch with a few minutes'
warning. If this process is initiated, either deliberately or accidentally, it could wipe out
human civilisation and much of the other life on Earth. Even a limited nuclear war
using less than 1 % of the current arsenal would, besides catastrophic local damage due
to blast wave pressure and thermal radiation, result in stratospheric pollution from fires
with subsequent global cooling, crop failure and famine (2, 3). Radioactive fallout
would spread across national borders. The radioactive isotopes would be just as
invisible as the coronavirus, but in contrast to the virus, we would not be able to
develop immunity to them. The long-term effects for survivors would include increased
morbidity throughout life (4). According to WHO, no health service would be able to
provide adequate help to the injured, even after detonation of just a single nuclear
weapon (5). Fortunately, there is a solution: abolish nuclear weapons.
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The solution

To date, only nine states have nuclear weapons. Five of these — the USA, Russia, the
UK, France and China — have pledged through the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) to abolish nuclear weapons, but unfortunately none of them
have complied with their obligations. Four of the countries — India, Pakistan, Israel and
North Korea — have not signed the NPT. The UN has therefore adopted the Treaty on
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW), which needs to be ratified by 50 states
before it can come into effect (6). Thirty-eight states have ratified the TPNW so far.
The problem is that the prohibition will only apply to the countries that have ratified
the TPNW, and nuclear-armed states and nuclear-dependent states, such as Norway and
other NATO member states, do not want to ratify it. The Norwegian government's
justification for this is to show solidarity for NATO's nuclear deterrence policy (7).

«According to WHO, no health service would be able to provide
adequate help to the injured, even after just a single nuclear
explosion»

Apart from the nuclear weapons profiteers, no one has to give up anything for the
abolition of nuclear weapons. On the contrary! The huge sums currently being spent on
the production and maintenance of nuclear weapons can be redeployed to ease the
economic crisis in the aftermath of the coronavirus pandemic and to counteract further
climate change. When the pandemic is over, we must strive to fight the two remaining
threats. International cooperation will be pivotal in this work. One of the important
goals for Norwegian Physicians against Nuclear Weapons is to get Norway to stand in
solidarity with the populations in the NATO member states in the fight to scrap nuclear
deterrence as a 'security strategy'. The ultimate goal must be to get NATO to unite the
nine nuclear-armed states on the multilateral abolition of nuclear weapons.
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