EDITORIAL

War and peace in the nuclear age

he ongoing confrontation with North Korea is a re-
minder that the world must prevent nuclear weap-
ons from ever being used again. North Korea’s
development of a nuclear arsenal and delivery sys-
tems that could threaten the U.S. mainland, South
Korea, and Japan has heightened the possibility
of a disastrous conflict with hundreds of thou-
sands of casualties. If constructive dialogue does not
happen soon, the United States and North Korea may
ratchet up tensions and take increasingly provocative
actions. The decision by North and South Korea to field

negotiations were ultimately unsuccessful, this summit
made the aspirational goal more than a pipe dream.

Sadly, that sentiment seems to be lost today. The 2015
Iran nuclear deal, brokered in part by two physicists—
Ali Akbar Salehi, head of the Atomic Energy Organiza-
tion of Iran, and Ernest Moniz, then the U.S. Secretary of
Energy—is now threatened by possible U.S. withdrawal
from this milestone in science diplomacy.

Nevertheless, scientists could play an integral role in
building trust with North Korea and averting miscalcu-
lations that could lead to nuclear war. The scientists and
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