Resolved: The United States should adopt a declaratory nuclear policy of no first use

Mutually Assured Destruction 
A/T Pro by Tabitha Jeub
No First Use
A/T “Nuclear Escalation” – No problem. Consider Taiwan and Russia 
Bruce Blaire 2016. (nuclear security expert and a research scholar at the Program on Science and Global Security at Princeton and the co-founder of Global Zero.) “The Flimsy Case Against No-First-Use of Nuclear Weapons” Politico Magazine. September 28, 2016. https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2016/09/nuclear-weapons-no-first-use-debate-214300 
One could imagine that nuclear first-use threats affect behavior at the high end of the spectrum. But again, the facts suggest otherwise. The threat of nuclear escalation has not weighed heavily on anyone’s readiness to wage limited conventional war if their vital interests or sovereignty are threatened. For instance, China undoubtedly would initiate head-to-head combat with U.S. forces protecting Taiwan if the latter declares independence with America’s approval. In the case of Russia, while it seeks to avoid a conventional war with NATO, it certainly envisions a conventional phase of war with NATO. That its nuclear doctrine allows Russia to initiate the use of nuclear weapons, probably for demonstration purposes, if the survival of the state is threatened clearly indicates that Russia entertains waging war with NATO below the nuclear threshold.

A/T “Necessary for Security” – Allies agree, no longer needed 
Bruce Blaire 2016. (nuclear security expert and a research scholar at the Program on Science and Global Security at Princeton and the co-founder of Global Zero.) “The Flimsy Case Against No-First-Use of Nuclear Weapons” Politico Magazine. September 28, 2016. https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2016/09/nuclear-weapons-no-first-use-debate-214300 
The opposition of U.S. senior officials also rests on scant evidence. A recent Global Zero study finds that neither elite nor public opinion among our 30 key allies believes that U.S. nuclear first use is critical to their defense. This threat has long been discounted, knowing that U.S. presidents would be very reluctant to carry out such a threat and that conventional forces are adequate to successfully defend the sovereignty and vital interests of these 30 nations against non-nuclear aggression, including chemical and biological threats. Nuclear forces, and nuclear first use, are simply not needed to protect them.
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