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Research Question: Considering the diminished threat of total nuclear war and the amount of governmental funds needed, does the nuclear arsenal of the United States need to be modernized?
Thesis Statement: Although a modern nuclear arsenal is viewed by some as a waste of government funds, modernizing the arsenal is necessary in order to maintain a worldwide deterrent and to guarantee the safety of the United States and its allies.

Introductory Paragraph:
The modernization of the nuclear arsenal of the United States has been in contention since the fall of the Soviet Union. Because the threat of total nuclear annihilation is no longer something every American citizen worries about on a daily basis, the necessity of the nuclear arsenal has become no longer clear. The need to spend large amounts of money on weapons that are likely to never be used is hard to justify to the American taxpayers. Although a modern nuclear arsenal is viewed by some as a waste of government funds, modernizing the arsenal is necessary in order to maintain a worldwide deterrent and to guarantee the safety of the United States and its allies.

Body Outline:
Need for Nuclear Arsenal
· The threat of a nuclear attack on the United States has not vanished with the fall of the Soviet Union. [4]	Comment by Yoritomo, John Yukio: Note this reference style is wrong. Please use APA style see IJOIS style guide

· By maintaining a worldwide nuclear deterrent, allies of the United States do not have to create their own nuclear arsenal. [1]
· A strong deterrent discourages the development of nuclear arms by nations that may be hostile to the US and its allies. [5, p. 34]
Why the Current Arsenal Needs Modernization
· The current nuclear arsenal is not geared towards the threats, strategies, and missions of the twenty-first century. [3, p.21]
· Life Extension Programs (LEPs) are expensive, short-term solutions to maintaining the nuclear arsenal. [2]
How to Modernize
· A Reliable Replacement Weapon would supplant the current arsenal and increase the safety and reliability of the nuclear arsenal. [3, p. 4-5]
· A smaller, modern nuclear arsenal would save money and maintain proper worldwide nuclear deterrent. [6]

Tentative Conclusion: In conclusion, a nuclear deterrent is still necessary in the modern world to protect the United States from the threat of nuclear weapons. To maintain this potent deterrent force, the current US arsenal must be modernized to adapt to its new, long-term, role in the twenty-first century. It is recommended that the U.S. military ceases use of costly Life Extension Programs and instead shifts its focus to the creation of a Reliable Replacement Weapon. 
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