
Strong, Bipartisan Support for  
New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty 

 
 
SUPPORT FOR RATIFICATION 
 
Secretary of Defense Robert Gates:  “The New START Treaty has the unanimous support of 
America's military leadership—to include the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, all of the 
service chiefs, and the commander of the U.S. Strategic Command, the organization responsible 
for our strategic nuclear deterrent.  For nearly 40 years, treaties to limit or reduce nuclear 
weapons have been approved by the U.S. Senate by strong bipartisan majorities. This treaty 
deserves a similar reception and result-on account of the dangerous weapons it reduces, the 
critical defense capabilities it preserves, the strategic stability it maintains, and, above all, the 
security it provides to the American people.” [Secretary Gates, 5/13/10] 
 
James Schlesinger, Secretary of Defense for Presidents Nixon and Ford and the Secretary 
of Energy for President Carter: “It is obligatory for the United States to ratify.”  [James 
Schlesinger, 4/29/10] 
 
Admiral Michael Mullen, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff: “I am pleased to add my 
voice in support of ratification of the New START treaty and to do so as soon as possible. We 
are in our seventh month without a treaty with Russia." [Admiral Mullen, 6/17/10]  

Dr. James Miller, Principal Deputy Defense Undersecretary for Policy:  “The New START 
Treaty is strongly in the national security interest of the United States. The Department of 
Defense fully supports the treaty.” [James Miller, 6/16/10] 

Senator Richard Lugar (R-IN):  “I support the New START treaty and believe that it will 
enhance United States national security.”  
 
Henry Kissinger, National Security Advisor to President Nixon and Secretary of State to 
Presidents Nixon and Ford:  “In deciding on ratification, the concerns need to be measured 
against the consequences of non-ratification, particularly interrupting a [bilateral arms control] 
process that has been going on for decades, the relationship to the NPT, and to the attempt to 
achieve a strategic coherence. And so, for all these reasons, I recommend ratification of this 
treaty...In short, this committee's decision will affect the prospects for peace for a decade or 
more. It is, by definition, not a bipartisan, but a nonpartisan, challenge.”  [Henry Kissinger, 
5/25/10] 
 
Colin Powell, Madeleine Albright, Samuel Berger, Frank Carlucci, Chuck Hagel, John 
Danforth and many other prominent national security experts:   “We, the undersigned 
Republicans and Democrats, support the New START treaty.”  [30 Bipartisan Leaders via 
Partnership for a Secure America, 6/24/10] 
 



 
BENEFITS OF THE NEW START AGREEMENT 
 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral Michael Mullen:  “The New START deals 
directly with some of the most lethal of those common challenges - our stockpiles of strategic 
nuclear weapons.  By dramatically reducing these stockpiles, this treaty achieves a proper 
balance more in keeping with today's security environment, reducing tensions even as it bolsters 
nonproliferation efforts.  It features a much more effective, transparent verification method that 
demands quicker data exchanges and notifications... In other words, through the trust it 
engenders, the cuts it requires, and the flexibility it preserves, this treaty enhances our ability to 
do that which we have been charged to do: protect and defend the citizens of the United States.” 
 [Admiral Michael Mullen, 3/27/10] 
 
General Kevin Chilton, STRATCOM Commander:  “As the combatant command responsible 
for executing strategic deterrence operations, planning for nuclear operations, and advocating for 
nuclear capabilities, we are keenly aware of how force posture and readiness changes can affect 
deterrence, assurance, and overall strategic stability. The New START agreement, in my view, 
retains the military flexibility necessary to ensure each of these for the period of the treaty.” 
[General Chilton, 4/22/10] 
 
Stephen Hadley, National Security Advisor to President George W. Bush: “The New 
START Treaty makes its modest but nonetheless useful contribution to the national security of 
the United States and to international stability.” [Stephen Hadley, 6/10/10] 

Secretary of Energy Steven Chu: “New START is an important part of President Obama's 
nuclear security agenda. If ratified and entered into force, the treaty will commit the United 
States and the Russian Federation to lower levels of deployed strategic nuclear weapons in a 
transparent and verifiable way. This will increase stability between our countries, while 
demonstrating our joint commitment to a nuclear nonproliferation treaty.” [Secretary Chu, 
6/17/10] 

Former Secretary of State James Baker:  “Although I am not an expert on the nuances of the 
proposed New START treaty, it appears to take our country in a direction that can enhance our 
national security while at the same time reducing the number of nuclear warheads on the planet. 
It can also improve Washington's relationship with Moscow regarding nuclear weapons and 
delivery vehicles, a relationship that will be vital if the two countries are to cooperate in order to 
stem nuclear proliferation in countries such as Iran and North Korea.” [James Baker, 5/19/10] 

Secretary of State Hillary Clinton:  “This is a treaty that if ratified will provide stability, 
transparency and predictability for the two countries with more than 90 percent of the world's 
nuclear weapons. It is a treaty that will reduce the permissible number of Russian- and U.S.-
deployed strategic warheads to 1,550, a level not seen since the 1950s.” [Secretary Clinton, 
6/17/10] 

General Kevin Chilton, STRATCOM Commander:  “I believe that there are three reasons 
why the New START agreement represents a positive step forward. First, New START limits the 



number of Russian ballistic missile warheads and strategic delivery vehicles that can target the 
United States. Second, New START retains efficient flexibility in managing our deterrent forces 
to hedge against technical or geopolitical surprise. And third, New START will re-establish a 
strategic nuclear arms control verification regime that provides access to Russian nuclear forces 
and a measure of predictability in Russian force deployments over the life of the treaty.”  
[General Chilton, 6/16/10] 
 
Admiral Michael Mullen, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff:  “The chiefs and I believe 
the New START treaty achieves an important and necessary balance between three critical aims. 
It allows us to retain a strong and flexible American nuclear deterrent. It helps strengthen 
openness and transparency in our relationship with Russia. It also demonstrates our national 
commitment to reducing the worldwide risk of a nuclear incident resulting from the continuing 
proliferation of nuclear weapons.”  [Admiral Mullen, 6/17/10] 
 
 
CONSEQUENCES OF NONRATIFICATION 
 
General Brent Scowcroft (Ret.), President George H.W. Bush's National Security Advisor:  
“The principal result of non-ratification would be to throw the whole nuclear negotiating 
situation into a state of chaos.” [Brent Scowcroft, 6/10/10] 
 
James Schlesinger, Secretary of Defense for Presidents Nixon and Ford and the Secretary 
of Energy for President Carter:   Failure to ratify this treaty “would have a detrimental effect 
on our ability to influence others with regard to, particularly, the nonproliferation issue.”  [James 
Schlesinger, 4/29/10] 
 
Former Defense Secretary William Perry “If we fail to ratify this treaty, the U.S. forfeits any 
right to leadership on nonproliferation policies.”  [William Perry, 4/29/10] 
 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton:  “The consequences of not ratifying this treaty would have 
very serious impacts on our relationship with Russia, and would frankly give aid and comfort to 
a lot of the adversaries we face around the world.” [Hillary Clinton, 6/17/10] 
 
Henry Kissinger, National Security Advisor to President Nixon and Secretary of State to 
Presidents Nixon and Ford:  “This START treaty is an evolution of treaties that have been 
negotiated in previous administrations of both parties. And its principal provisions are an 
elaboration or a continuation of existing agreements. Therefore, a rejection of them would 
indicate that a new period of American policy had started that might rely largely on the unilateral 
reliance of its nuclear weapons, and would therefore create an element of uncertainty in the 
calculations of both adversaries and allies. And therefore, I think it would have an unsettling 
impact on the international environment.”  [Henry Kissinger, 5/25/10] 
 
 
MISSILE DEFENSE 
 



Director of the U.S. Missile Defense Agency, Lieutenant General Patrick O'Reilly:  “The 
New START Treaty actually reduces previous START treaty's constraints on developing missile 
defense programs in several areas.” [General O'Reilly, 6/16/10] 
 
Secretary of Defense Robert Gates: “The treaty will not constrain the United States from 
deploying the most effective missile defenses possible nor impose additional costs or barriers on 
those defenses.” [Sec. Gates, 6/17/10] 
 
Commander of U.S. Strategic Command General Chilton:  “As the combatant command also 
responsible for synchronizing global missile defense plans, operations, and advocacy, this treaty 
does not constrain any current missile defense plans.” [General Chilton, 6/16/10]  
 
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy Michele Flournoy and Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology & Logistics Ash Carter:  “Missile defenses have become a topic 
of some discussion in the context of the Senate's consideration of the New START Treaty with 
Russia. The fact is that the treaty does not constrain the U.S. from testing, developing and 
deploying missile defenses. Nor does it prevent us from improving or expanding them. Nor does 
it raise the costs of doing so. We have made clear to our Russian counterparts that missile 
defense cooperation between us is in our mutual interest, and is not inconsistent with the need to 
deploy and improve our missile defense capabilities as threats arise.” [Flournoy and Carter via 
WSJ, 6/17/10] 
 


