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Since the original development of the
atom bomb in the 20th century, people
across the world have feared and
dreaded nuclear war. The nuclear-arms
proliferation (buildup) of the “super-
powers” of the United States and then-
Soviet Union (now Russia) became a
central issue of diplomatic and military
strategy during the Cold War between
them. Even before the fall of the Soviet
Union, however, both nations entered
into historic agreements to reduce their
fearsome nuclear arsenals.

The first such agreement was
the Intermediate-Range Nuclear
Forces (INF) Treaty. The U.S. and
the Soviet Union agreed to the INF
in 1987 during the U.S. presidency
of Ronald Reagan. The INF Treaty
mandated that the U.S. and the So-
viet Union (later Russia) eliminate and pledge never to
use ground-launched nuclear and conventional inter-
mediate-range missiles. These missiles have ranges
from 500 to 1,500 kilometers (about 310 to 930 miles).
On February 2, 2019, the administration of President
Donald Trump announced that it would be withdraw-
ing the United States from the INF within six months. 

In 1991, the U.S. and Russia (formerly the Soviet
Union) signed another important treaty, the Strategic
Arms Reduction Treaty (START). START significantly
lowered the maximum limits of the two nations’ de-
ployed (ready-to-use) nuclear weapons. The limit was
6,000 deployed nuclear warheads. The treaty also lim-
ited the launch capabilities from land, sea, and air
(aka the “nuclear triad”). 

The New START treaty of 2011 further limited the
number of deployed nuclear warheads to 1,550. But
the treaty was set to expire in 2020. Though the with-
drawal of the INF treaty was a significant setback to re-
ducing the threat of nuclear war, New START
remained. It was the last nuclear treaty between the
world’s two largest nuclear superpowers.

The Obama administration negotiated the New
START treaty in 2010, and it was then ratified by the
U.S. Senate. It included nuclear arms reductions that
the White House considered to be “a national security
imperative.” Significantly, New START limited the
U.S.’s and Russia’s arsenals in the nuclear triad:
• intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs),
• submarine-launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs),

and
• deployed heavy bombers equipped for dropping

nuclear warheads.

The treaty was then set to expire on February 5,
2021, unless the U.S. and Russia agreed to renew it.

Two Nations or Three?
In 2020, President Donald Trump stated that he

would not be willing to renew the New START treaty
unless China was also included. This would make the
bilateral treaty (between two nations) into a multilat-
eral treaty (among more than two nations). A foreign
ministry spokesperson from Beijing (China’s capital)
said China had “no intention” of entering into the
treaty negotiations. 

What were China’s reasons for not wanting to enter
the treaty? China’s nuclear capabilities were and still are
significantly lower than that of both Russia and the United
States (see the chart “Number of Nuclear Warheads by
Country, 2020” on page 11). China had never been part
of any nuclear arms-control treaty before. 

Economic tensions between the Trump administra-
tion and Beijing made it even harder for New START to be
a multilateral treaty. In 2019, Trump had imposed tariffs,
or taxes on imports from China. In response, China
banned the importing of American agricultural products,
one of the U.S.’s principal exports to China. 

Proponents of the multilateral treaty idea pointed
to a potential nuclear threat from China. Even though
China’s nuclear arsenal is significantly smaller than
that of Russia and the U.S., the rate of its expansion
has increased. The Pentagon reported in 2020 that
China plans to double its nuclear arsenal over the
next decade. Proponents also argued that even
though Russia has a large arsenal, Russia’s economy is
only a fraction of that of either the U.S.’s or China’s.
They say China, not Russia, is the world power more
likely to have future global influence.
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THE LAST NUCLEAR TREATY

USSR President Mikhail Gorbachev and U.S. President Ronald Reagan signing the INF Treaty
on December 8, 1987.
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Opponents argued that none of
the potential threats from China in
the future meant the New START
treaty was a bad idea. The grow-
ing Chinese nuclear arsenal may
create challenges for nuclear non-
proliferation efforts in the near fu-
ture. But that might make it more
important to support the current
bilateral agreement which, after
all, has had historically successful
results in reducing nuclear arms.

Cold War Memories
During July 2020 negotiations

between the United States and
Russia, the U.S. wanted Russia to
sign a binding agreement that
would, among other things, allow
for China’s future entry into New
START. It had long been Russia’s
position, however, that if China
ever entered the agreement, then
the United Kingdom and France would have to enter
it, too. In the face of U.S. demands, Russian President
Vladimir Putin refused to agree to any “pre-condi-
tions” on New START, saying in October 2020:

I have a proposal — which is to extend the current
agreement without any pre-conditions at least for
one year to have an opportunity to conduct sub-
stantial negotiations.
Trump would not agree to Putin’s terms, especially

not one month away from an election in which his op-
ponent, then-Democratic candidate Joe Biden, had spo-
ken of his support for renewal of New START. The
Democratic Party found itself aligning with Russia’s
position on New START. Democrats urged the Trump
administration to take the necessary steps to ensure
the treaty was upheld and extended. Although the
Trump administration kept the window of possibility
for extending the treaty open, it held to its concerns
about a nuclear arms buildup in China.

Many criticized the Trump administration’s de-
mand on Russia as a pretext (false reason) for ending
New START. Daryl Kimball of the nonpartisan
Arms Control Association, which supports nuclear-
arms control treaties, called Trump’s position
“disingenuous.” It was, he wrote, “an ill-advised
strategy that has little chance of success and is
probably designed to run out the clock on the last
remaining treaty limiting the world’s two largest
nuclear arsenals.”

Robert M. Gates, who was secretary of defense
under Presidents George W. Bush and Barack Obama,

stated that, in theory, it was a good idea to incorporate
China into this treaty. In practice, however, that was
impossible given China lacked any incentive to join,
Gates argued. Through their shared experiences dur-
ing the Cold War, the U.S. and Russia had become
aware of the dangers of an arms race and the need for
nonproliferation treaties. 

Secretary Gates further stated that he hoped that
this evident impossibility of including China would
not stand in the way of renewing New START. Rather,
he argued, the U.S. should pursue separate agree-
ments with China, just as they did with the Soviet
Union during the Cold War. 

Election 2020 and Beyond
In November 2020, Donald Trump lost the presi-

dential election. The February 5, 2021, deadline for re-
newing New START fell only a couple of weeks after
the inauguration of the new president, Joe Biden.
Though Biden had the intention of renewing the treaty
with Russia, it had taken President Barack Obama
months to negotiate the 2010 START renewal. Would
there be enough time?

In lieu of a fully renegotiated treaty, President Joe
Biden and Putin agreed to an extension of the current
agreement until 2026. Under Art. II, Sec. 2, of the U.S.
Constitution, the president “shall have the power, by
and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, to
make treaties . . . .” As an extension of New START
and not a new treaty, however, Biden did not have to
seek approval from the U.S. Senate for his agreement
with Putin.
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Putin, however, did have to get the approval of 
both houses of the Russian parliament, called the 
Duma. The Russian Foreign Ministry issued a state-
ment saying it hoped the Biden administration would 
end what it called the “destructive U.S. policy” 
under Trump of ending nuclear arms-control 
agreements be-tween the two nations.

In the meantime, tensions between the U.S. and 
Russia remained high. After Russian troops 
invaded  Ukraine in February 2022, the U.S. sent 
over $100 billion in military and financial aid to 
Ukraine. On February 21, 2023, Putin announced 
that he was suspending Russia's participation in 
New START. Though Russia's foreign ministry 
said the decision was "reversible," the last nuclear 
treaty would no longer be in effect.

WRITING & DISCUSSION

1. Why was renewing New START important for re-
ducing the number of nuclear weapons in the 
United States and Russia?

2. Who were the main supporters and opponents of
renewing New START? What reasons did they give
for their respective positions? Which side do you
think had the better reasons? Why?

3. Compare the positions of President Joe Biden and his
predecessor Donald Trump on renewing the treaty.
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One of the main disagreements that stalled the U.S.
renewing the New START treaty was whether
China should be a party to the treaty. You are an of-
ficial with the U.S. Department of State tasked with
coming up with terms for renewal of the treaty. 

With three or four other officials, deliberate on
whether the renewal of the START treaty should be
bilateral (between the U.S. and Russia only) or
multilateral (including China and possibly other
nations). Use information from this article, includ-
ing diagrams, and decide in your group what type
of treaty you think the president should sign.
Choose a spokesperson for your group.

After all groups have decided, each group will pres-
ent their decision to the class.

After all groups have presented, write a paragraph
on what you think the future START treaty should
say and give three reasons why, using information
from this article and your small-group discussion.

ACTIVITY:
Should Other Countries Be Involved?

The New START Treaty by the Numbers
The treaty sets limits on the maximum number of nuclear weapons that are deployed (ready for use) by the United States and
Russia. Each nation can have no more than:

• 700 total deployed intercontinental ballistic missiles
(ICBMs), deployed submarine-launched ballistic
missiles (SLBMs), and deployed heavy bombers
equipped for nuclear armaments;

• 1,550 nuclear warheads on deployed ICBMs,
deployed SLBMs, and deployed heavy bombers
equipped for nuclear armaments (each heavy
bomber is counted as one warhead toward
this limit);

• 800 deployed and non-deployed ICBM launchers,
SLBM launchers, and heavy bombers equipped for
nuclear armaments.

Source: U.S. Department of State 
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A Russian intercontinental ballistic missile mobile launcher. 

facebook.com/ instagram.com/crfusa/ twitter.com/crfusa 
constitutionalrightsfoundation

linkedin.com/company pinterest.com/crfusa youtube.com/crf2crf
/constitutional-rights-foundation 

Updated Feb. 2023.

Authors: Damon Huss, CRF director of publications; 
and Garen Kosoyan, CRF summer law intern 2020.



BRIA 36:2 (Winter 2021) 13

Sources
American Indian Sovereignty
“A SOVEREIGN NATION.” Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation, pbpindi-
antribe.com/government/a-sovereign-nation/. • Cherokee Nation v. Georgia
(1831). Justia US Supreme Court Center, 29 Aug. 2020. supreme.justia.com.
• Christensen, Grant and Tatum, Melissa L. Reading American Indian Law,
Fundamental Principles. Cambridge University Press, 2020. • Citizenship for
Native Veterans. http://nebraskastudies.org/en/1900-1924/native-ameri-
can-citizenship/citizenship-for-native-veterans/. • Congress Seeks to Abol-
ish Tribes, Relocate American Indians - Timeline - Native Voices.
nlm.nih.gov/nativevoices/timeline/488.html#:~:text=relocate%20Amer-
ican%20Indians-,1953%3A%20Congress%20seeks%20to%20abol-
ish%20tribes%2C%20relocate%20American%20Indians,reservations%20a
nd%20into%20urban%20areas. • Constitution & Bylaws of the Menomi-
nee Indian Tribe of Wisconsin. 1991. http://courts.menominee-
nsn.gov/pdf/constitutionAndBylaws.pdf. • Constitution of the Zuni Tribe,
Zuni Reservation, Zuni, New Mexico. 1970. • http://www.ashiwi.org/Doc-
uments/RevisedZuniConstitutionAnnotatedFinal.pdf. • Dawes Act (Gen-
eral Allotment Act). Colorado Encyclopedia, coloradoencyclopedia.
org/article/dawes-act-general-allotment-act. • Dittmer, Robert, ed. McGirt v.
Oklahoma (July 9, 2020). Native American Tribal Sovereignty Supreme Court
Decisions [compilation]. Printed 21 July 2020 at Lavergne, Tenn. • Dunbar-
Ortiz, Roxanne. An Indigenous Peoples’ History of the United States. Beacon
Press, 2014. • What Happened on the Trail of Tears? - Trail Of Tears National
Historic Trail (U.S. National Park Service). nps.gov/trte/learn/
historyculture/what-happened-on-the-trail-of-tears.htm. • Hauptman,
Lawrence The Iroquois and the New Deal. Syracuse University Press, 1991. •
Hazlett, J. Mark. American Indian Sovereignty, the Struggle for Religious, Cul-
tural and Tribal Independence. McFarland, 2020. • India, David Thorstad, et
al. “White Earth Nation Adopts New Constitution.” MR Online, 21 Nov. 2013.
mronline.org/2013/11/21/thorstad211113-html/. • Johnson, Ju. “Repatriation,
Land, and Sovereignty: The Indian Citizenship Act (1924) and the Indian Re-
organization Act (1934).” Theirs or Ours?, 10 Feb. 2015. pages.vassar.
edu/theirsorours/2015/02/10/repatriation-land-and-sovereignty-the-indian-
citizenship-act-1924-and-the-indian-reorganization-act-1934/. • Lone Wolf v.
Hitchcock (1903). FindLaw. 29 Aug 2020. lp.findlaw.com/. • McGirt v. Okla-
homa. 140 S.Ct. 2452 (2020). Syllabus. • Native American Constitutions.
tribal-institute.org/lists/constitutions.htm. •  “Native History: Citizenship
Thrust Upon Natives by U.S. Congress.” Indian Country Today, indiancoun-
trytoday.com/archive/native-history-citizenship-thrust-upon-natives-by-us-
congress. • NoiseCat, Julian Brave. “The McGirt Case Is a Historic Win for
Tribes.” The Atlantic, 12 July 2020, theatlantic. com/ideas/archive/
2020/07/mcgirt-case-historic-win-tribes/614071/. • Pevar, Stephen L. The
Rights of Indians and Tribes. 4th ed., New York: Oxford University Press,
2012. • Prucha, Francis Paul. The Great Father, The United States Government
and the American Indians. Abridged ed., University of Nebraska Press, 1986.
• “Public Law 280.” Tribal Court Clearinghouse. n.d. 3 Aug. 2020. tribal-in-
stitute.org/ lists/pl280.htm. • “Q&A with ‘Dismembered’ Coauthors David E.
Wilkins and Shelly Hulse Wilkins.” University of Washington Press Blog, 14
June 2017, uwpressblog.com/2017/06/14/qa-dismembered/. • “The Chero-
kees vs. Andrew Jackson.” Smithsonian Magazine, smithsonianmag.com/
history/the-cherokees-vs-andrew-jackson-277394/. • Robinson, Gary. Tribal
Sovereignty: The Right to Self-Rule. Santa Ynez: Tribal Eye Productions,
2016. • “Text of Indian Civil Rights Act.” Tribal Court Clearinghouse. n.d.
tribal-institute.org/lists/icra1968.htm. • United States Senate, Committee
on Indian Affairs. Hearings on Safeguarding the Integrity of Indian Gaming.
114th Congress, 1st sess, GPO, 2015. •  Wilkins, Andrea. Fostering State-
Tribal Collaboration: An Indian Law Primer. Rowman & Littlefield, 2016. •
Wilkins, David E. and Lomawaima, K. Tsianina. Uneven Ground: American
Indian Sovereignty and Federal Law. University of Oklahoma Press, 2002.
• Worcester v. Georgia (1832). Justia US Supreme Court Center, 28 Aug.
2020. supreme.justia.com.

Police Reform After the Death of George Floyd
Arnold, Amanda. “What Exactly Does it Mean to Defund the Police?” The
Cut. New York Magazine, 12 June 2020.  thecut.com/2020/06/what-does-
defund-the-police-mean-the-phrase-explained.html. • Balsamo, Michael.
“A side-by-side look at police reform bills in Congress.” AP News, 23 June
2020. apnews.com/article/cb459fa005a19b074f452ac1092b6d04. • Barker,
Kim. “The Black Officer Who Detained George Floyd Had Pledged to Fix the
Police.” The New York Times, 27 June 2020. nytimes.com/2020/
06/27/us/minneapolis-police-officer-kueng.html. • Brown, Matthew. “De-
mocratic Whip Jim Clyburn: ‘Defund the police’ cost Democrats seats, hurt
Black Lives Matter movement.” USA Today, 9 Nov. 2020.
usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2020/11/08/james-clyburn-defund-po-
lice-cost-democrats-seats-hurt-black-lives-matter/6216371002/. • Collins,
Jon, and Brandt Williams. “After pledging to defund the police, Mpls. City
Council still rethinking public safety.” MPR News, 28 Oct. 2020.
mprnews.org/story/2020/10/28/after-pledging-to-defund-police-mpls-city-

council-still-rethinking-public-safety. • Collins, Sean. “The House has
passed the George Floyd Justice in Policing Act.” Vox, 3 March 2021.
vox.com/2021/3/3/22295856/george-floyd-justice-in-policing-act-2021-
passed-house. • Crabtree, Steve. “Most Americans Say Policing Needs
‘Major Changes’.” Gallup, 22 July 2020. news.gallup.com/poll/31
5962/americans-say-policing-needs-major-changes.aspx. • Davis, Susan, et
al. “The Death of George Floyd sparks Outrage From Both Sides of the
Aisle.” NPR, 28 May 2020. npr.org/2020/05/28/864496274/the-death-of-
george-floyd-sparks-outrage-from-both-sides-of-the-aisle. • Dirr, Alison.
“Milwaukee Common Council adopts 2021 budget, maintains cut of 120
police positions, fire station closure.” Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, 9 Nov.
2020. jsonline.com/ story/news/local/milwaukee/2020/11/06/milwaukee-
common-councils-adopted-2021-budget-maintains-police-cut/6181472002/.
• Durr, Sara. “Nation’s Mayors Assemble New Police Reform and Racial
Justice Working Group.” The United States Conference of Mayors, 8 June
2020. usmayors.org/2020/06/08/nations-mayors-assemble-new-police-re
form-and-racial-justice-working-group/. • Edwards, Clarence. “Race and
the Police.” National Police Foundation, 18 Feb. 2016. policefoundation.org/
race-and-the-police/. • Edwards, Frank, et al. “Risk of being killed by po-
lice use of force in the United States, by age, race-ethnicity, and sex.” PNAS,
20 Aug. 2019. pnas.org/content/116/34/16793. • Kaba, Mariame. “Yes, We
Mean Literally Abolish the Police.” The New York Times, 12 June 2020. ny-
times.com/2020/06/12/opinion/sunday/floyd-abolish-defund-police.html.
• King, Maya. “How ‘Defund the Police’ went from moonshot to main-
stream.” Politico, 17 June 2020. politico.com/states/new-york/albany
/story/2020/06/17/how-defund-the-police-went-from-moonshot-to-main-
stream-1293451. • Koppelman, Andrew. “What is systemic racism, any-
way?” USA Today, 23 Sep. 2020. usatoday.com/story/opinion/
2020/09/23/systemic-racism-how-really-define-column/5845788002/. •
Koran, Mario. “‘We’re suffering the same abuses’: Latinos hear their stories
echoed in police brutality protests.” The Guardian, 12 June 2020. the-
guardian.com/world/2020/jun/12/latinos-police-brutality-protests-george-
floyd. • Lovan, Dylan. “Grand jury audio details moments before Breonna
Taylor died.” The Detroit News, 2 Oct. 2020. detroitnews.com/
story/news/nation/2020/10/02/breonna-taylor-grand-jury-record-
ing/5893277002/. • McCarthy, Niall. “Police Shootings: Black Americans Dis-
proportionately Affected [Infographic].” Forbes, 28 May 2020. forbes.
com/sites/niallmccarthy/2020/05/28/police-shootings-black-americans-dis-
proportionately-affected-infographic/?sh=505e919159f7. • McEvoy, Jemima.
“At Least 13 Cities Are Defunding Their Police Departments.” Forbes, 13 Aug.
2020.  forbes.com/sites/jemimamcevoy/2020/08/13/at-least-13-cities-are-de-
funding-their-police-departments/?sh=323c36f329e3. • Morales, Alfonso.
“I’m Milwaukee’s police chief. Here’s what ‘defunding the police’ might
mean.” Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, 14 July 2020. jsonline.com/
story/news/solutions/2020/07/14/mpd-chief-details-cuts-might-required-
defund-police/5421894002/. • Pannett, Rachel, et al. “George Floyd Death
in U.S. sparks Outcry Abroad.” Wall Street Journal, 3 June 2020.
wsj.com/articles/george-floyds-death-in-u-s-sparks-outcry-abroad-
11591123234. • Phillips, Coretta. “Institutional Racism and Ethnic Inequal-
ities: An Expanded Multilevel Framework.” Journal of Social Policy.
Cambridge University Press, Vol. 40, Issue 1 (Jan. 2011).
cambridge.org/core/journals/journal-of-social-policy/article/institutional-
racism-and-ethnic-inequalities-an-expanded-multilevel-framework/
CC0299D0168307C7F6ED1FD891D74245. • Saad, Lydia. “Black Americans
Want Police to Retain Local Presence.” Gallup, 5 Aug. 2020. news.
gallup.com/ poll/316571/black-americans-police-retain-local-presence. aspx
?utm_source=tagrss&utm_medium=rss&utm_campaign=syndication. •
Thomsen, Ian. “The Research is Clear: White People Not More Likely Than
Black People to Be Killed by Police.” News@Northeastern, 16 July 2020.
news.northeastern.edu/2020/07/16/the-research-is-clear-white-people-are-
not-more-likely-than-black-people-to-be-killed-by-police/. • Weichselbaum,
Simon, and Nicole Lewis. “Support for Defunding the Police Department Is
Growing. Here’s Why It’s not a Silver Bullet.” The Marshall Project, 9 June
2020. themarshallproject.org/2020/06/09/support-for-defunding-the-police-
department-is-growing-here-s-why-it-s-not-a-silver-bullet. • “#8CantWait.”
8cantwait.org, N.D. 8cantwait.org/. • “Black people more than three times
as likely as white people to be killed during a police encounter.” Harvard
T.H. Chan School of Public Health, 8 July 2020. hsph.harvard.
edu/news/hsph-in-the-news/blacks-whites-police-deaths-disparity/. •
“Graham Announces Hearing on Police Use of Force.” Committee on the Ju-
diciary. U.S. Senate, 19 May 2020. judiciary.senate. gov/press/rep/re-
leases/graham-announces-hearing-on-police-use-of-force. • “H.R.7120 -
George Floyd Justice in Policing Act.” Congress.gov, N.D.  congress.
gov/bill/116th-congress/house-bill/7120. • “Peter Hamby Interviews Pres-
ident Obama.” YouTube, uploaded by Snapchat, 2 Dec. 2020.
youtube.com/watch?v=Yj-eNGfeG0o. • “S.3985-The JUSTICE Act.” Con-
gress.gov., N.D. congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/senate-bill/3985. • “Stop-
and-Frisk Data.” New York Civil Liberties Union, N.D.

(Continued on page 14.)



   

Standards Addressed
American Indian Sovereignty
California History-Social Science Standard 12.7. Students analyze and com-
pare the powers and procedures of the national, state, tribal, and local gov-
ernments. (1) Explain how conflicts between levels of government and
branches of government are resolved.
California History-Social Science Standard 8.8. Students analyze the di-
vergent paths of the American people in the West from 1800 to the mid-
1800s and the challenges they faced. (2) Describe the purpose, challenges,
and economic incentives associated with westward expansion, including
the concept of Manifest Destiny (e.g., accounts of the removal of Indians,
the Cherokees’ “Trail of Tears,” settlement of the Great Plains) and the ter-
ritorial acquisitions that spanned numerous decades.
California History-Social Science Framework (2016), Ch. 17, p. 447: Teach-
ers can emphasize how power and responsibilities are divided among na-
tional, state, local, and tribal governments and ask students to consider this
question: Why are powers divided among different levels of government?
Students should understand that local governments are established by the
states, and tribal governments are recognized by constitutional provisions
and federal law.
National U.S. History Standard 19. Understands federal Indian policy and
United States foreign policy after the Civil War. Middle School (1): Under-
stands interaction between Native Americans and white society (e.g., the at-
titudes and policies of government officials, the U.S. Army, missionaries,
and settlers toward Native Americans; the provisions and effects of the
Dawes Severalty Act of 1887 on tribal identity, land ownership and assimi-
lation; the legacy of the 19th century federal Indian policy; Native Ameri-
can responses to increased white settlement, mining activities, and railroad
construction). High School (3): Understands influences on and perspectives
of Native American life in the late 19th century (e.g., how the admission of
new western states affected relations between the United States and Native
American societies; leadership and values of Native American leaders . . .).
Common Core State Standards: RH.11-12.1, RH.11-12.2, SL.11-12.1, WHST.11-12.10.

Police Reform Afer the Death of George Floyd
California History-Social Science Framework (Adopted 2016), p. 447-448:
Teachers can emphasize how power and responsibilities are divided among
national, state, local, and tribal governments and ask students to consider
this question: Why are powers divided among different levels of govern-
ment? . . . . Students should also identify typical responsibilities of state gov-
ernment, including education, infrastructure such as roads and bridges,
criminal and civil law, and regulation of business. The state also oversees
and regulates local governments and the services provided such as fire and
police protection, sanitation, local public schools, public transportation,
housing, and zoning and land use.
California History-Social Science Standard 12.7: Students analyze and com-
pare the powers and procedures of the national, state, tribal, and local gov-

ernments. (5) Explain how public policy is formed, including the setting of
the public agenda and implementation of it through regulations and exec-
utive orders.
National Civics Standard 21: Understands the formation and implementa-
tion of public policy. Middle School (3): Understands why conflicts about
values, principles, and interests may make agreement difficult or impossi-
ble on certain issues of public policy. High School (2): Understands the
processes by which public policy concerning a local, state, or national issue
is formed and carried out. (4): Understands why agreement may be difficult
or impossible on issues such as abortion because of conflicts about values,
principles, and interests.

The Last Nuclear Treaty
Common Core State Standards: RH.11-12.1, RH.11-12.2, SL.11-12.1, WHST.11-12.10.
Standards National World History Standard 43. Understands how post-
World War II reconstruction occurred, new international power relations
took shape, and colonial empires broke up. High School (2) Understands
the impact of relations between the United States and the Soviet Union
during the Cold War.
National World History Standard 45. Understands major global trends
since World War II. Middle School (2) Understands the origins and de-
cline of the Cold War and its significance as a 20th-century event.
National Civics Standard 22. Understands how the world is organized
politically into nation-states, how nation-states interact with one another,
and issues surrounding U.S. foreign policy. High School (5) Understands
the process by which United States foreign policy is made, including the
roles of federal agencies, domestic interest groups, the media, and the
public; and knows the ways in which Americans can influence foreign
policy. (7) Understands the idea of the national interest and how it is
used as a criterion for shaping American foreign policy.

Common Core State Standards: RH.9-10.1, RH.9-10.2, SL.9-10.1, WHST.9-
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