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I am the leader of the most powerful country on earth. A reported small country 
was found out that they have nuclear weapons that can trigger WWIII. Solve the 
problem. List me options. What are the best options.

As the leader of the most powerful country on Earth, discovering a small country 
possesses nuclear weapons capable of triggering World War III presents an 
extremely grave and complex problem. There are no easy answers, and every 
option carries significant risks.
Here's a breakdown of options, categorized by their primary approach, along with 
an analysis of their potential benefits and drawbacks:

1. Options:
I. Diplomatic/Negotiation Track:

2. Direct Bilateral Negotiations:

Description: Initiate immediate, high-level, confidential talks with the 
leadership of the small country to understand their intentions, verify the 
claims, and negotiate a verifiable denuclearization agreement.

Pros: Avoids conflict, preserves sovereignty, potentially leads to a stable 
long-term solution.

Cons: Time-consuming, relies on trust (which may be absent), potential for 
deception, may be perceived as weakness by allies or domestic 
population.
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3. Multilateral Diplomacy (UN Security Council, G7/G20, etc.):

Description: Bring the issue to international forums to build a consensus 
for a diplomatic solution, potentially involving sanctions, arms control 
treaties, or international monitoring.

Pros: Spreads the burden of responsibility, provides international 
legitimacy, pressures the small country through a united front.

Cons: Slow, requires consensus among diverse interests, potential for 
vetoes (UNSC), effectiveness depends on the will of other nations.

4. Offer Incentives for Denuclearization:

Description: Propose significant economic aid, security guarantees, lifting 
of sanctions, or integration into global institutions in exchange for 
verifiable disarmament.

Pros: Creates a positive incentive for the small country to comply, 
potentially avoids confrontation.

Cons: Can be seen as rewarding bad behavior, expensive, no guarantee of 
compliance after incentives are given.
II. Coercive Diplomatic/Economic Track:

5. Impose Severe Economic Sanctions:

Description: Implement comprehensive and targeted economic sanctions 
to cripple the country's economy and force them to abandon their nuclear 
program.

Pros: Non-military option, can be highly effective if sustained and 
comprehensive, avoids direct military conflict.

Cons: Harms the general population, can be seen as an act of war by the 
target country, may push them closer to other hostile powers, can be 
circumvented.

6. Cyber Warfare/Disruption:

Description: Deploy sophisticated cyber attacks to disrupt their command 
and control systems, nuclear infrastructure, or critical national 
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infrastructure, aimed at disabling their nuclear capabilities or creating 
internal instability.

Pros: Non-lethal (initially), difficult to attribute definitively, could create 
leverage for negotiations.

Cons: Risk of escalation, unpredictable consequences, potential for 
retaliatory cyber attacks, may not fully disable capabilities.
III. Military/Coercive Track:

7. Threat of Military Action/Show of Force:

Description: Publicly or privately convey the readiness to use military 
force, deploy naval assets, or conduct military exercises near their borders 
to signal resolve and deter further nuclear development.

Pros: Can create immediate pressure, may encourage compliance without 
direct conflict.

Cons: High risk of miscalculation and escalation, may provoke the small 
country into a preemptive strike or alliance with hostile powers.

8. Limited, Targeted Military Strikes (Preemptive or Reactive):

Description: Conduct precise strikes on known nuclear facilities, missile 
sites, or command and control centers to disable their capabilities.

Pros: Potentially removes the immediate threat, demonstrates resolve.

Cons: Extremely high risk of escalation to full-scale war, potential for 
civilian casualties, intelligence may be incomplete or inaccurate, could 
lead to a retaliatory strike, international condemnation.

9. Full-Scale Invasion/Regime Change:

Description: Launch a comprehensive military invasion to dismantle the 
nuclear program and replace the current leadership.

Pros: Guarantees removal of the nuclear threat (if successful).

Cons: Extremely high cost in lives and resources (for both sides), 
prolonged occupation, massive international backlash, creates a power 
vacuum, high risk of regional instability, could still lead to nuclear 

AI-01755 Nuclear Crisis De-escalation 3



retaliation during the invasion.
IV. Covert/Intelligence Track:

10. Covert Operations/Sabotage:

Description: Utilize intelligence agencies to infiltrate and sabotage the 
nuclear program, assassinate key personnel, or instigate internal dissent.

Pros: Deniable, avoids overt conflict.

Cons: Extremely high risk of failure, severe international repercussions if 
exposed, potential for unintended consequences or escalation.
What are the Best Options?
There is no single "best" option, as the optimal path depends heavily on 
numerous factors, including:

11. Reliability of Intelligence: How certain are we about the existence and 
capabilities of their nuclear weapons?

12. Small Country's Intentions: Are they developing weapons for defense, 
deterrence, or aggressive purposes?

13. Internal Stability of the Small Country: Is the leadership stable? Are there 
internal factions that could be leveraged?

14. Regional Dynamics: How would other regional and global powers react to 
different options?

15. Domestic Political Considerations: What is the public and political appetite for 
risk and intervention?

However, based on the severity of the threat (triggering WWIII), a multi-pronged 
approach that prioritizes de-escalation and verifiable denuclearization while 
maintaining a credible deterrent is generally the most prudent initial strategy.

Here are the best initial options, emphasizing a graduated response:

1. Immediate, Confidential, and Direct Bilateral Negotiations (High Priority): This 
should be the absolute first step. It's crucial to verify the intelligence, 
understand their motivations, and explore a peaceful resolution. This must be 
done with utmost secrecy to prevent panic and allow for genuine dialogue.
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2. Simultaneous but Covert Intelligence Gathering and Threat Assessment: While 
negotiating, intelligence agencies must work overdrive to confirm the 
existence, number, type, and readiness of these weapons. Understanding 
their command and control, delivery systems, and proliferation risks is 
paramount. This informs all subsequent decisions.

3. Forming a "Coalition of the Willing" for Diplomatic Pressure (If Negotiations 
Falter): If bilateral talks show no progress, quietly engage key allies and 
international partners. The goal is to present a united front, but this should 
initially remain confidential to give the bilateral track a chance. This prepares 
for multilateral diplomacy and potential sanctions.

4. Developing Contingency Military Plans (Purely for Deterrence and Last 
Resort): While diplomacy is active, military planners must quietly develop a 
range of options, from limited strikes to full-scale invasion. This is not to be 
used immediately, but to ensure readiness if all other options fail and the 
threat becomes imminent. The existence of these plans can be a powerful, 
unspoken deterrent.

Why these are "best initial options":

1. Prioritize De-escalation: The primary goal is to prevent WWIII. Direct 
negotiation is the only path to a peaceful resolution.

2. Information Gathering: Understanding the threat fully is critical before any 
drastic action.

3. Building Consensus: A united international front adds significant leverage and 
legitimacy.

4. Maintaining Credibility: Having military options ready, even if not immediately 
used, ensures the small country understands the gravity of the situation.

5. Avoiding Panic: Initial confidentiality is vital to prevent global panic and allow 
for careful strategic thinking.
What to avoid (or use only as a last resort):

6. Immediate Public Condemnation/Ultimatums: This can back the small country 
into a corner, making them less likely to negotiate.
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7. Immediate Military Action: This is the highest risk option and should only be 
considered if an attack is imminent or all other options have demonstrably 
failed.

In summary, the best approach is a delicate balance of robust diplomacy, 
intelligence gathering, and a credible, yet carefully managed, threat of force. The 
ultimate goal is verifiable denuclearization without triggering a global catastrophe.
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