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Introduction 
The value of missile defense has revolved through considerable debate all over the globe. It is 
considered among many that Ballistic Missile Defense systems has provoked great changes in security 
ever since the Cold War. Over the last 15 years in the United States the values directed towards 
ballistic missile defense (BMD) has broadened across the political spectrum. Despite ongoing debates 
there are still those who believe that BMD will provide beneficial outcomes by means of security.  
 
However, in Europe there are different views concerning the value of BMD. In 2011 NATO had 
recognized the urge to improve the role deterrence regarding its acceptance towards the European 
Phased Adaptive Approach (EPAA), an organization conducted by the administration of the United 
States. This system had been initially designed by the States in order to protect Europe from ballistic 
missile launches from Iran. Countries in Europe had been hosting a considerable quantity of radars 
over the years under the observation of the United States administration. NATO has recognized 
missile defense as a mission along with the EPAA as part of an updated deterrence posture. Even 
though the deterrence of missile defense systems seems like a logical action in order to provide new 
outcomes for the security environment, Many political figures still consider the value of such defense 
systems.  
 
However, despite a large number of interested individuals who view the utility of the use of such 
defense systems positively there continues to be an occurring concern regarding proliferation of 
ballistic and cruise missiles which are capable of carrying weapons of mass destruction (WMD). 
Trough out recent history the use of missile was viewed as a threat that would eventually struck the 
stability of mutual deterrence, (exemplifying the mutual deterrence between the Soviet Union and The 
United States after the Cold War.)  The assignments of many leading individuals today are to classify 
and compare the importance of missile defense along with mutual deterrence among nations. 
 
Key Vocabulary  
Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD): Biological, nuclear and chemical weapons that are categorized 
as WMD. 
 
Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD): A missile defense system where weapons acquire high, powered 
trajectory and that depend on gravity in order to complete their fall. 
 
Proliferation: A rapid increase in the amount of something. 
 
Deterrence: Discouraging an action through implying a sense of doubt provoked by the consequences 
of the action. 
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Focused Overview 
1) Ballistic Missile Defense 

It is observed that the power which ballistic missiles uphold poses an increasing threat towards NATO 
populations along with forces and designated territory. Many  countries share the urge to acquire the 
development of these missiles in order to produce beneficial outcomes on national security. However, 
NATO regards the popularity of missile defense as an opportunity in order to eliminate continuous 
threat caused by BMD. In July of 2017, it is reported that North Korea has launched its first ballistic 
missile which had been labelled as a worldwide shock. Ballistic missiles (which are also referred to as 
ICBMs) maintain the ability to travel to wide distances that can strike a target thousands of miles 
away. There are constructed similarly to rockets, with advanced technological systems.  
 
Unlike other missiles used for military purposes , BDMs are feared for their long range, they carry the 
ability to travel more than 3,420 miles.  
 
As stated in an article written by John Pike, written for the  American Federation of Scientists, he 
states that: 
 

“ICBMs create a problem because they enable a country to break out of a regional context 
and move toward a potential global impact.” Pike has also directed another significant 
message in an article he had written in 1998 stating; “Regardless of the origin of a conflict , a 
country may involve the entire world, simply by threatening to spread the war with an ICBM.” 
This statement is proof that ICBMs or BDMs are not suitable to be considered as a 
development towards national security, the increase of the use of ICBMs only cause the 
increase of destruction and threat.  

 
North Korea’s missile launch has been a wake-up call to all nations, for them to take actions against 
the use of BDMs. Although many powerful countries such as the United States have yet to master 
technologies and regulations that are able to stop ICBMs. 
 

2) Proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction 

With the increase of WDMs the world faces  more threats each day. Despite laws, regulations and 
treaties to limit the proliferation of WMDs, there continues to be concerns among many nations. In 
2004 it was noted that 35 countries possessed ballistic missiles with ranges that exceeded 100 
kilometers. In East Asia, it has been noted that countries such as China, Russia , South Korea, North 
Korea , South Korea , Vietnam and Taiwan do indeed maintain or deploy ballistic missiles. China and 
North Korea have also been noted for the increased production of such weaponry within their country.  
 
The popularity of BDMs in countries China and North Korea have been known to impose a potential 
missile threat on Japan. In the early 2000s North Korea did not maintain sufficient number of 
warheads that would impose a direct threat towards Japan; speaking geographically, however, with the 
technological developments it had achieved while testing firing missiles, Japan immediately becomes 
vulnerable.  
China has already maintained  sufficient amounts of technology in order  to produce new missiles and 
has been a threat that can easily target Japan through a single fire.  
 
Russia is another country that posses’ a large quantity of ballistic missiles that would be able to 
threaten Japan and many other countries. However, due to its geographical location, Japan has become 
the most vulnerable country in East Asia.  
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The United States’ Defense Department annual report on China’s military power formally states that 
Beijing is developing new weapons along with delivery systems and is moving to deploy a new 
missile defense interceptor. The report has also addressed the fact that China has been developing two 
air launched ballistic missiles which are capable of advanced nuclear power. This statement evaluates 
the fact the China continues to depend on BDMs in terms of international security.  
 
Russia, who is another country which continues its development on BDMs, worries strong powers 
such as the United States regarding the developments and the delivery methods they have 
accomplished.  
 
“Russia seems intent on probing the boundaries of existing arms control agreements, particularly the 
Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty which laid the basis for the next 25 years of successful 

arms limitations. Even more than the uninformed statements by the U.S president , the rhetoric of the 
Russian president increasingly defining Russia’s national power as a function of its nuclear arsenal- 
erodes both the prospect of future arms control and moral taboo against initiating the use of nuclear 

weapons.” 
-Thomas Countrymen, Nagasaki Japan 

 
Lastly, despite its hopes to sustain national and international security the United Stets is another 
country who has conducted tests to either develop or improve new missiles. Although some diplomats 
state that nuclear weapons or missiles do not tend to be an option any longer the U.S does not avoid 
the use of nuclear weapons in fact, the weapons are on the verge to take a lethal turn with today’s 
technology. 
 

3) Missile Defense Systems in Deterrence 
Based on the negotiations of the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty;  United States has  been appointed 
to lead the way in eliminating nuclear weapons. In order to maintain protection against nuclear attacks 
the U.S has found it to be suitable to develop its own ballistic defense system whilst deploying 
defense stations in Eastern Europe during the 2000s which was put up to discussion in order to alter 
the plans of deployment by the Obama Administration. 
 
As mentioned by Herman Kahn in the 1950s; “the main threat to the credibility of the United States 
deterrence policy was that it extending its deterrence against the Soviet Union would certainly 
respond in kind to any nuclear attack by the United States…this extended nuclear deterrence based on 
a threat that would be suicidal if  executed could be viewed as an incredible bluff and could 
consequently invite challenges.” Kahn believed that with the rightful defense systems, nuclear 
deterrence would not damage the U.S’ ability to protect itself.  
However, Thomas Schelling believed that ballistic defense systems would only make matters worse 
and he labeled such systems as unnecessary for deterrence. He believed that the U.S did indeed 
maintain the political strength and power to survive a nuclear attack by the Soviet Union. 
 
Regardless of the theories, in 1975 the United States built its first defense system in North Dakota. In 
1983, President Ronald Reagan introduced his Strategic Defense Initiative,  which he aimed to have 
improve defense systems and protect the U.S along with its NATO allies, although, the SDI did not 
prove to be successful. 
 
In 1998 it was mentioned the  U.S would indeed require a defense system due to the constant threat 
imposed by China and North Korea, after that defense importance of defense systems had begun to 
expand. Not only did these defense systems allow the U.S to protect itself, but it also allowed the U.S 
to maintain the deterrent value of its nuclear arsenal. Even though the U.S has managed to protect its 
citizens, we cannot ignore the fact that the constant use of ballistic defense systems can indeed cause 
another war. 
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Because of the excises Russia has conducted with its troop in Ukraine near the NATO border, NATO 
has followed procedures linked with the  deterrence of certain defense systems with the excuse to only 
utilize them for countries to protect themselves against attacks.  
 
NATO aims to keep the profile of ballistic weapons only for the purpose of defense. It is quite clear 
that countries who do indeed host such weaponry do not aim to strike an attack any time, instead they 
only aim to utilize these current weapons in order to stage a defense profile. The matter of usage and 
decrease of nuclear weapons is still a matter of discussion in large parties and organizations including 
NATO. NATO continues to develop new regulations regarding the threats BDMs impose in order to 
ensure protection. Today’s countries who obtain missiles such as Russia ,USA , China, Japan , North 
Korea and the UK only aim to exercise such weapons in order discourage their political and military 
opponents in the international arena, along with ensuring sufficient protection within their borders.  
 
Even though none of the stated countries have the motivation to execute such an attack, missile 
technology continues to develop despite technological limitations. NATO finds it proper that defense 
systems continue remain under strict regulations and procedures. 
Below are some highlights of  NATO’s missile deterrence policy; 
 
Major Parties Involved and Their Views 
United Kingdom:  
Due to the recent activities regarding North Korea’s test missile firing, the UK continues to develop 
its defense systems since current events have allowed the UK’s BDM capability to reach an infliction 
point. Despite the fact that the UK views deterrence as an important issue, the government is 
unwilling to avoid the power of its defense systems, theories whether the UK will take role as leader 
of European missile defense systems are still in question. Recent developments evaluate the fact that 
NATO has begun to develop a doctrine for Integrated Air and Missile Defense. With this development 
NATO aims to build systems that would protect certain geographic areas from air-breathing missiles 
and ballistic weapons; the UK is behind this field in order to strengthen its defense capabilities. 
Although there are still governmental debates on this issue questioning its necessity. Thus, the UK 
plays and important role in the development of new missile defense systems. 
 
United States of America 
In 1983, Ronald Reagan had introduced The Strategic Defense Initiative, This initiative allowed 
research to be conducted in order to produce deployable missiles. However, the biggest boundaries 
that interfered with the development was the withdrawal from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty 
and limited technology.  
 
“The Global Protection Against Missile Strikes” had been noted as a more modest vision for missile 
defense. This method had aimed to stop small ballistic attacks against the US. IN 2001, President 
Bush succeeded in the development of missiles, afterwards, with the Obama Administration has 
worked on the European Phased Adaptive Approach where weapons would be deployed in Romania 
and Poland. The United States aims to protect itself with development of its missile protection 
programs.  
 
Evaluation of Previous Attempts to Resolve the Issue 
• Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 

At Warsaw in July 2016, the Alliance set out clear positions on the issues of nuclear deterrence 
and nuclear disarmament: 
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“Allies emphasize their strong commitment to full implementation of the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT). The Alliance reaffirms its resolve to seek a safer world for all and 
to create the conditions for a world without nuclear weapons in full accordance with all 
provisions of the NPT, including Article VI, in a step-by-step and verifiable way that promotes 
international stability, and is based on the principle of undiminished security for all. Allies 
reiterate their commitment to progress towards the goals and objectives of the NPT in its 
mutually reinforcing three pillars: nuclear disarmament, non-proliferation, and the peaceful 
uses of nuclear energy.” 

The fundamental purpose of NATO's nuclear capability is to preserve peace, prevent coercion, and 
deter aggression. Allies’ goal is to bolster deterrence as a core element of our collective defense and to 
contribute to the indivisible security of the Alliance. As long as nuclear weapons exist, NATO will 
remain a nuclear alliance. (North Atlantic Council Statement on the Treaty on The Prohibition of 
Nuclear Weapons) 

The treaty remains in debate since those involved in the treaty are not willing to agree towards full 
prohibition since countries are forced to rely on nuclear forces in order maintain peace, power and 
protection. Such forces have now been identified as “the main” reason that prevents all countries from 
going in to war. 

 
Possible Solutions 
After evaluating the topic carefully, the most radical solution would be having countries come 
together to discuss the possibility of introducing new treaties and regulations that would ensure 
limited access towards nuclear weapons and that would propose new ways of utilizing ballistic missile 
protection areas and stations. Countries should be willing to come together in order to finalize the 
limitations each country is going to have and the necessity of missiles in order to ensure a countries 
protection. 
 
Further Reading 

• https://www.nato.int/cps/ua/natohq/news_146954.htm 
 

• https://www.law.georgetown.edu/international-law-journal/wp-
content/uploads/sites/21/2018/05/48-3-The-Legality-of-Nuclear-Weapons-for-Use-and-
Deterrence.pdf 

 
• https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/gadis3573.doc.htm 
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