Germany gets the bomb in months.
Steff ’16 [Reuben; 2016; Senior Lecturer in International Relations and Global Security at the University of Waikato; Strategic Thinking, “Strategic Thinking, Deterrence and the US Ballistic Missile Defense Project: From Truman to Obama,” p. 139-140]
Commentators like Samuel Huntington and Zbiegniew Brezinski asserted that a world without US primacy would be a world of violence and disorder, less democracy and economic growth; American primacy facilitates global peace.1 Thus BMD was cast as inherently defensive; it enables the US to protect the global commons and international economic system that benefits all nations as the US assumes the role of a global-ordering superpower.2 Bush administration officials supported this position, in line with Hegemonic Stability Theory, holding that BMD could restore the freedom of action that would be lost in the second nuclear age, by allowing America to retain the capability to project power.3 There is some support for the nuclear age thesis. Firstly, nine states have nuclear weapons and apparently 49 countries have the know how to construct them.4 Secondly, to reduce greenhouse gases, many states may soon judge it prudent to construct nuclear power plants. Thirdly, states like Japan, Germany and South Korea have latent nuclear weapons potential and could apparently militarize their program in the space of a few months; Myanmar was suspected of having a covert program; Russia helped Iran build its Bushehr power plant and many states around the Persian Gulf are considering developing civilian programs. Syria also had a covert nuclear program until an Israeli strike in 2007.5 Finally, the IAEA is tasked with the contradictory mission of promoting the spread of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes and inhibiting its diversion to military purposes. These goals are not mutually exclusive as the former provides a path towards weaponization.6
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