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1. AFGHANISTAN

[Original text: English/
22 March 1962

T have the honour to convey the views of my Government in connexion with
your note of 2 January 1962, No. PO 134, concerning resolution 1664 (XVI)
adopted by the General Assembly at its 1070th meeting on 4 December 1961.

The Govermment of Afghanistan has always favourably viewed any international
efforts in the field of dlsarmement and has consistently supported such
megsures in the League of Nations and also in the United Nations. It was on
the basis of this policy that Afghanistan supported resolution 1664 (XVI) of
L December 1961. '

The Govermment of Afghanistan supports the view that countries not
possessing nuclear weapons should refragin from manufacturing or otherwise
acguliring such weapons and refuse to receive nuclear weapons on their territories
on behalf of any other country.

The Government of Afghanistan is of the opinion that the consideration
of an International convention will prove useful in the achievement of limiting
nuclear wespons with the hope that the existing weapons will be destroyed. By
taking such an initiative countries not possessing nuclear weapons will make
a great contribution of universal importance for the maintenance of peace and
security.

The Government of Afghanistan takes this opportunity to add that no efforts
should be spared for putting an end to further manufacture of nuclear weapons

and resumption of nuclear tests.

(Signed) R. PAZHWAK
Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Afghanistan
to the United Nations

Joen
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2. ALBANTA

[afiginal text: Frenc§7
15 March 1962

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter No. FO134 of
2 January 1962 containing the text of General Assembly resolution 166L (XVI).

With regard to the question of disarmement in general and the prohibition
of the testing and further spread of nuclear weapons, I feel I ghould emphasize
that the position of the Government of the People's Republic of Albania is clear
and well kncwne

The Goverrment of the People's Republic of Albania has devoted all its
efforts and all its energies to the peaceful development of the country, to the
safeguarding of peace in the world and to the strengthening of international
co-operation based on the principles of the United Natlons Charter and on the
principle of peaceful co-existence between countries with different social and
political systems. VWithin the framework of this consistent policy, it hasg
supported and continues to support whole-heartedly the proposals of the %oviet

Union on general and complete disarmement, as well as the efforts directed

towards the cessation of atomic and nuclear weapons tests, the complete prohibition

of the manufacture of these weapons, and the liguidation of existing stocks,
The Albanian Government firmly endorged the proposal of the Government of the
Polish People's Republic for the establishment of an atom-free zone in Central
Iurope - known as the "Rapacki Plan" - and proposals to establish wide areas
free of atomic bases, nuclear weapons and missileg both in Europe and in
Africa, the Far Fast and Latin America.

The Government of the People's Republic of Slbania has itself taken active

Jsteps in this direction and shown initiative. Thus, on 2 July 1958 it drev the

attention of the Government of the Italian Republic to the grave danger to
peace and security in the area of the Adriatic and the Balkans presented by
its negotiations with the Government of the Unlted States of America concerning

the conclusion of an agreement for the construction of missile bases on Italian
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territory, and requested the Italian Government to refrain from embarking on
this dangerous course. After the Italo-Americen agreement on the construction
of missile bases on Italian territory had been signed, the Government of the
People's Republic of Albania again, on 2 May 1959, approached the Government of
the Ttalian Republic, urging it not to undertake the construction of such, bases
and warning it of the serious consequences which such action would entail.

The Government of the People's Republic of Albania made similar approaches
to the Greek Govermment and gave it fair warning, particularly in a statement
of 22 May 1959, that, in the interests of the Greek people in the first place
as well as in the interests of peace, it should not sign the agreement with
the United States of America for the establishment of missile bases on Greek
territory.

The Government of the People's Bepublic of Albania wishes to take this
opportunity to stress the continuing importance of the proposals which it made
together with the Soviet Government in the joint Albanian-Soviet statement of
30 May 1959 on the transformation of the area of the Balkans and the Adriatic
into a zone free of atomic weapons and missiles, a step which would contribute
greatly to the cause of universal peace.

In the spirit of this proposal, and ever mindful of the highest interests
of all peoples and of universal peace, the Government of the People's Republic
of Albania declared itself ready, in its statement of 15 June 1959, to hegin
talks with all the Governments concerned with a view to transformlng the area
of the Balkans and the Adriatic, and the whole Mediterranean area, into a zone
of peace and friendship free of atomic weapons and missiles.

In bringing these facts to your notice, I am authorized by my Government
to state that the position of the Government of the People's Republic of Albania
concerning the problems mentioned above is still the same, and it is in this
spirit that it will work unremittingly, to the utmost of its ability, for the
realization of general and complete disarmament, for the removal of the danger
of nuclear war which threatens humanity, and for the development of relations
based on mutually advanbageous co-operation between all the peoples of the world,

in peace and friendship.

(Signed) Behar SHIYLLA
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
People's Bepublic of Albania
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5. AUSTRALIA

[Original text: English/
15 March 1962

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 2 January 1962,
concerning resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly at its
1070th meeting on 4 December 1961. In this letter, you seek the views of the
Australian Governmemt as to "the conditions under which countries not possessing
nuclear weapons might be willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain
from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive
in the future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of other countries'.

The Australian Government is most conscious of the dangers inherent in an
expansion beyond the present number of nuclear FPowers. For its own part,
Australia neither manufactures nuclear weapons nor at present has such weapons
in its territory.

Australia has long recognized the dangers which could arise from the
emergence of additional nuclear Powers. On 19 September 1957, the Australian
Prime Minister, the Right Honourable R.G. Menzies, in addressing the House of
Representatives said inter alia:

"e.e.o There is advantage for the world in having nuclear and thermo-nuclear

weapons in the hands of the United States, the United Kingdom and the
Soviet Union, and in no others.

The Great Powers, apart from their enormous resources, are sufficiently
informed about the deadly character of these weapons to find themselves
reluctant to cause a war in which they are used. The possession of these
violent forces is, in the case of these great nations, a deterrent not only
to prospective enemies but to themselves.

"But should the manufacture of nuclear weapons be extended to a number

of other powers, great or small, the e¢kances of irresponsible action

wilth calamitous repercussions in the world would be materially increased."

The views expressed in the Australian Prime Minister’s statement of 1957
which I have just quoted predate the initiative in the United Nations of the
Government of the Republic of Ireland to prevent the wider dissemination of

nuclear weapons. Australia's policy and the reasons for it remain as stated

o
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by the Prime Minister in 1957. This position has been reaffirmed in the
speeches and votes of the Australian delegations to successive sessions of the
United Netions General Assembly and most recently at the sixteenth session of
the General Assembly.

| But Australia recognizes the right of the nuclear Powers to conclude
agreements for the stationing of their nuclear weapons wherever military necessity
regquires. Furthermore, as was also stated publicly by the Prime Minister in
September 1957, Australia cannot undertake that under no circumstances will
Avstralian forces in the future be armed with nuclear weapons.,

In formulating this national defence policy, the Australian Government,
by reason of Australia's geographical position and political beliefs, must take
account of the emergence in the area of Fast Asia and the Western Pacific of a
military Power of great dimension and some ambition. This Power is convinced of
the inevitabillty of war and is consclously working for the elimination of the
type of society of which Australia is & part. It already has massive conventional
forces, which 1t has used against the forces of the United Nations, and has
nuclear weapons potentialities which may be close to fulfilment. It has indicated
that the production of nuclear weapons is indeed its aim. Furthermore, with
the prodigious developments of military science and technology during recent years,
no power\which 1s concerned with its security can ignore developments 1n any
part of the world, however distant. In determining its defence policy
Australis must at all times take into account all relevant factors.

The Australian Government therefore seriously doubts the effectiveness of
regional agreements for the limitation of nuclear weapons in any area of the
world. It may be that there are groups of countries whose past and present
assoclations, geographical position and general security situation enable them
to envisage assoclating in regional "non-nuclear clubs”. For its part,

Australia does not see that this can be the case in the region of which it forms
a part.

In addition to these considerations, it is Australia's convietion that
specific undertakings of the kind envisaged in resolution 1664 could neither be
formulated nor ratified, by countries not possessing nuclear weapons, in
isolation from the wider issues of controlled disarmement since, in the strategic
caleulation of military deterrence, nuclear weapons and conventional forces are

inextricably bound together. In any case, such specific urdertakings could not
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at present be contemplated by Australia without the participation of the nuclear
Powers themselves, without the certainty that all militarily significant States
would be covered, end without some assurance that adequate verification procedures
could be initiated. TFor all these reasons, Australia, although e country

neither possessing ncr at present seeking nuclear weapons and convinced asg it is
of the dangers inherent in the wider dissemination of nuclear weapons, sees many
difficulties in attempting to take further at present as far as Australia is
concerned the approach suggested in resolution 1664 (XVI).

In stating these views, I should stress the Australian Govermnment's most
earnest support for all genuine efforts to both general and ccmplete disarmament
and more immediately a ban on nuclear test explosions, under effective
international inspection and control. Fortunately, the problem with which the
resolution deals is raised in both the United States and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics disarmament plans shortly to be discussed by the eighteen-
nation Disarmament Committee, the members of which include both nuclear and
non-nuclear Powers.

Australia will follow the negotiations of this Committee closely. Meanwhile,
however, the Australian Government does not see its way to giving any undertaking
in the terms contemplated in resolution 1664 (XVI). It is prevented from doing
so by its belief that nations must be free to lock to their own security in
accordance wilth Article 51 of the Charter; and by its belief that declaratory
undertakings of the sort envisaged are of little practical value without an
agreement for general and complete disarmament under adequate controls and

covering all militarily significant States.

(signed) Garfield BARWICK
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L. AUSTRIA

/Original text: English/
12 March 1962

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 2 January 1962,
regarding an inquiry pursuant to General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI), and wish,
upon instructions from my Govermment, to state the following:

Austria has always considered a constructive approach to disarmament as one
of the foremost contributions to the United Nations task of reducing world tensions
and preserving international peace. |

As a Member of the United Nations, Austria has constantly expressed the view
that, amongst the various efforts to reduce the threat of war, priority should be
given to all endeavours designed to exclude the danger of nuclear war. Permit me
to draw your attention to the Austrian initiative shown over a number of years,
urging the nuclear Powers to reach agreement on the cessation of nuclear tests
under effective international control. This initiative has led to the Austrian
co-sponsorship of General Assembly resolutions 1252 B (XITI), 1L02 (XIV), and
1577 (XV), all of which have been adopted with very large majorities.

Austria also feels that all countries not possessing nuclear weapons have a
responsibility complementary to that of the nuclear Powers, to prevent the further
spread of nuclear weapons. Consequently, Austria has gladly associated itself
with Sweden and four other nations in co-sponsoring General Assembly
resolution 1664 (XVI).

In reply to your inguiry concerning Austria's willingness to refrain from
"manufacturing or otherwise acquiring” nuclear weapons, I would like to state that .
Austria has voluntarily entered contractual obligations which ineclude the
renunciation to possess, construct or experiment with nuclear weapons. As was
already affirmed by the head of the Austrian delegation to the twelfth session of
the General Assembly, Austria has accepted limitations of its military potential,
"which should also be regarded the final aim of disarmement for other States. We
‘know that in the great game of the international balance of power, this may not be
of final importance. We consider, however, that it is decisive to start with
disarmament scmewhere. We bhelieve to have contributed, in this way, to the mutual

understanding of peoples."
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As to the question of refusing "to receive in the future nuclear weapons” on
our territory "on behalf of any other country”, may I draw your attention to the
Austrian constitutional law of 26 October 1955 on Austria's permanent neutrality,

which includes the undertaking of not allowing any foreign Power to establish

military bases on Austrian territory. This cbligation also covers the refusal of

receiving nuclear weapons on behalf of any other country.

(Signed) F. MAT3CH
Ambasgador
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5. BULGARIA

[Original text: English/
5 March 1962

In reply to your letter PO-13L of 2 January 1962 addressed to the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of Bulgaria asking for the views of
the Bulgarian Government on the conditions under which it would agree to
explicitly take upon itself the obligations mentioned in the fourth paragraph of
the preamble and paragraph 1 of the operative part of resolution 1664 (XVI)
adopted at the 1070th meeting of the General Assembly on 4 December 1961, T have
the honour, on instructions of my Government, to state the following:

The Government of the People's Republic of Bulgaria approves of the
recommendations formulated in the aforesaid resolution and would like, as far as
the People‘s Republic of Bulgaria and its neighbours are concerned, to see these
recommendations put into effect by proclaiming the Balkans and the region of the

Adriatic a zone free from nuclear and rocket weapons.

(Signed) Yordan TCHOBANOV

Ambasgador, Permanent Representative

of the People'!s Republic of Bulgaria
to the United Nations
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6. BURMA

[Original text: English/
14 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter PO134, dated 2 Jamary 1962,
transmitting the text of resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly
at the 1070th meeting on 4 Decenmber 1961, and drawing attention to the fourth
preambuler paragraph and the first operative paragraph which request the
Secretary-General to make an inquiry:

U,... as to the conditions under which countries not possessing muclear

wegpons might be willing to enter into specific undertskings to refrain

from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to
receive in the future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of
any other country."”

In your letter you have requested the views of my Government regarding the
conditions under which it might be willing to enter into the specific undertakings
referred to.

In response to your request I now have the honour to state that the
Government of the Union of Burma would be willing to enter into specific
undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or otherwise gcquiring such weapons
and to refuse to recelve either now or in the future nuclear wespons on their
territories on behalf of any other country) on condition that all countries

which are not now nuclear Powers give the same undertakings.

(signed) SOE TIN
For the Minister for Foreign Affaire
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T. CAMBODIA

Zﬁfiginal text: French/
31 January 1962

In reply to your letter No. PO/lBH of 2 January 1962, concerning the
conditions under which countries not possessing nuclear weapons might be willing
to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or acquiring
them and to refuse to receive, in the future, nuclear weapons in their territories
on behalf of any other country, I have the honour to inform you that the Royal

Government of Cambodla is most desirous of entering into such an undertaking.

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS
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8. CANADA

[Original text: English/
21 March 1962

I have the honour to transmit below the views of my Government in regard
to your letter of 2 January 1962, concerning resolution 1664 (XVI) of the

General Assembly.

"The Canadian position with respect to the questions referred to in
this resolution is clear. Canada has continually asserted its strong
support for a comprehensive system of disarmament, particularly for
measures to deal effectively with nuclear weapons. Despite the advanced
technology which Canada possesses in this field, the Canadian Government
has taken the firm stand that it does not intend to mamufacture such
weapons. Canada has also refrained from otherwise acquiring them although
preparatory steps have been taken to procure modern delivery systems and
to train Canadian forces in their uses. My Government must, of course,
continue to reserve its right to adopt such measures for the preservation
of Canadian security as might be considered necessary in the light of
international develcopments.

"In addition, my Government has more than once asserted that no effort
should be spared to achleve a lasting international accord which would
prohibit altogether the wider spread of nuclear weapons. This remains a
ratter of great urgency, since the fear that these weapons msy be acquired
by an ever widening circle of Powers can only increase international
tension and magnify already existing fears about the dangers of nuclear
var. My Govermnment firmly believes that it is only through such a
safeguarded international agreement, binding on the Powers which possess
nuclear weapons as well as those which do not, that all countries and
peoples can be assured that the further dissemingtion of nuclear weapons
will be effectively prevented.

"Up to the present time both nuclear and non-nuclear Powers have
made various suggestions for measures to prevent the wider spread of
nuclear weapons. Most important of all, the disarmament proposals put
forward by the USSR in 1960, and the new programme of disarmement
submitted to the United Nations by the President of the United States
on 25 September 1961, both contain substantive provisions to deal with
this problem in the earliest stage of disarmament. Moreover, there will
be a new opportunity to take positive action on these and similar proposals
in the newly constituted disarmement committee which is meeting in Geneva.
In the opinion of my Government a determined effort can and should be made
early in these negotiations to achieve agreement which could be translated
without delay into a permanent and fully effective prohibition of the wider
spread of nuclear weapons.”

(signed) W.H. BARTON
Acting Permanent Representative of Canada
to the United Nations

Juen
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9. CHILE*

/Original text: Spanish/
13 March 1962

The Chargé d'Affaires a.i. of Chile presents his compliments to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations and with reference to the Chilean

delegation's note verbale Nlo. 321/22 of 28 February 1962 has the honour to

reproduce the relevant part of a new communication from the Chilean Ministry of
Foreign Affairs to the Permanent Mission of Chile to the United Nations, which
~ concerns resolution 1664 (XVI) on nuclear weapous and supplements the information
given previously:
"Chile would be willing to refrain from manufacturing or otherwise
acquiring nuclear weapons and to refuse to receive such weapons in its

territory on behalf of another country provided that an edquivalent
undertaking was glven by the other Iatin American countries.”

The Chargé d'Affaires a.i. of Chile requests the Secretary-General to arrange
for the statement quoted above to be circulated to delegations to the United

Nations as an official document.

¥ Also issued as document A/5105.
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OA. CHILE

[Original text: Spanish/
28 February 1962

The Acting Permanent Representative of Chile to the United Nations presents
his compliments to the Secretary-General of the United Nations and, with reference
to his letter No. PO 134 of 2 January 1962, has the honour to reproduce below the
reply of the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Chile to the inquiry made of the
Government of Chile under General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI):

"Although Chile is explicitly opposed to the spread of nuclear
weapons, the Chilean Government considers that, as resolution 166k
has a close bearing on the general problem of disarmament and as the
date of its adoption preceded that of the resolution establishing the
eighteen-Power Disarmament Ccmmittee (20 December 1961), it would be
desirable for resolution 1664 (XVI) to be considered by this new
Committee together with other measures relating to disarmament.”

Permanent Mission of Chile
to the United Nations
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10. REPUBLIC OF CHINA

/Original text: English/
19 March 1962

With reference to your mote (PO 134) of 2 January 1962, requesting the views
of my Government on the conditions under whiph they might be willing to enter into
the specific undertakings referred to in the fourth preambular paragraph and the
first operative paragraph of the General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI) of
4 December 1961, I have the honour, upon instructions, to transmit herewith the

following reply of my Government:

"Besides resolution 1664 (XVI), the General Assembly at its sixteenth
regular session also adopted unanimously resolution 1665 (XVI), entitled
tPrevention of the wider dissemination of nuclear weapons'. The Chinese
Governuent has always stood for the principle of complete elimination of
all nuclear weapons, and considers that to achieve this objective, the
powers concerned must reach an agreement which includes a system of
genuine Inspection and control. In this regard, it feels that
resolution 1664 (¥VI) is less effective and desirable than
resolution 1665 (XVI); the practical value of - 'a non-nuclear club! is
indeed very doubtful. For this reason, the Chinese delegation abstained
in the wvoting of the resolution in the General Assembly.

"Resolution 1665 (XVI) calls for the conclusion of an international
agreement with inspection and control by all States for the prevention of
the wider dissemination of nuclear weapons. The Chinese Government, while
strongly supporting the establishment of adequate international inspection
and control, considers it desirable that the question of the prevention of
the wider dissgemination of nuclear weapons be dealt with as a part of the
question of disarmament."

(Signed) Tingfu F. TSIANG
Permanent Representative of China
to the United Nations
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11. REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO (LEOPOLDVILIE)

[Original text: English/
2 March 1962 ‘

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter No. PO 134 of
2 January 1962, addressed to the Minister for Foreign Affairs at Leopoldville,
and, on the instructions of’my Government, to make the following statement
concerning resolution 1664 (XVI), adopted by the General Assembly at its
1070th meeting, on 4 December 1961.

The Congolese Government's position on the question of disarmement wes
stated in the General Assembly, during the general debate at the sixteenth session,
by Mr., Justin Bomboko, Minister for Foreign Affairs. On the general aspect of
the question, the Minister said, on 13 October 1961:}/

"We believe that disarmament is a means to an end, nawmely, to avoid war.

What we want is not merely disarmament in the sense of a limitation of

armaments or of a certain category of weapons, but a world without war,

a world from which war would be outlawed once and for all as the only

means of settling disputes.”

More specifically, the Congolese Govermment advocated “the conclusion of an
international'convéhtion on the matter", adding that "the participation of all |
States in the world in this convention, whether or not they be manufacturers or
‘possessors of nuclear weapons, or producers or transporters of raw materials
for muclear production, would be the only guarantee that it would be effective".

Being consclous of the complexity of the prcblems involved in the drafting
and signing of such an instrument, the Congo proposed that, pending the
successful conclusion of a convention, a decision should be taken to suspend
-nuclear tests and that the further spread of nuclear weapons should be preventéd.

My Governmént considers that the transfer of nuclear weapons by States
which possess them to States which do not would complicate the international
situation and increase the probability of a nuclear war. It considers, also,

that since nuclear wespons and the informeation concerning their manufacture

oot
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are at present in the possession of the great Powers, it is their respcnsibility,
in the present serious internatiomal crisis, to prevent their dissemination and
vthus end the constantly growing danger of nuclear war. ‘

Although it opposes the spread of nuclear weapons and is w1lling to
collaborate in preventing it, my government does not accept the principle that
the States belonging to the so-called "nuclear club" may mamufacture and stockpile
these weapons. Its attitude in thls respect has not changed and it still con51deréy
that there can be no effective disarmament unless nuclear weapons are abolished..

The prevention of the further spread of nuclear weapons is still not
sufficient to guarantee the achievement of the final objectives. This will
~obvicusly depend on the progress made in the matter of disarmament.

Countries not possessing nuclear weapons would not be willing to enter 1nto
specific undertakings to refrain from mamfacturing or otherwise acquiring such
weapons and to refuse to receive, in the future; nuclear weapons in their
territories on behalf of any other country except as a. result of progress in
‘ disarmament. ,

If countries not possessing nuclear weapons were to enter into an undertaking‘
for a specific period, which was tied to the achievement of a certain stage in ‘
disarrament, that might be both an effective way of preventing the further spread
of these weapons and a means of encouraging and putting moral pressure on the
gfeat Powers'tovspeed up the process of general and complete disarmament.

If a large number of Menber States became parties to the convention, States
which intended to acquire nuclear weapons or to receive them in their territories
would lay themselves open to censure. |

Arrangements for the other stages of disarmament, including international
control, cculd be made in supplementary protoccls or ~onventions.

A limited agreement could not fail to reduce the threat of nuclear
deetrQCtion. At the same time, it would open the way which leads by progressive.
stages to the outlawing pure and simple of all nuclear weaponstand ultimately
to general and complete disarmement.

The Congo, not being threatened with a direct nuclear attack, would be
ready to undertake, unconditionally, within the framework of a multilateral
convention, to refrain from mamfacturing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weaponsy

and to refuse to receive them in its territory.
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Nevertheless, in view of the foregoing‘considerations and of the imbalance
of fércés prevailing in various parts of the world, and because of the threat which
that imbalance creates for a certain number of countries, the Congolese Government
would wish a convention to prevent the further spread of nuclear weapons to be -

signed as part of the process of general disarmament.

(Signed) Paul MBOYO
Charge d'Affaires a.i.
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12. CYPRUS
/Original text: English]
2 March 1962 ’
In response to your letter of 2 January 1962 under file No. PO 13U, /

transmitting to us the text of General Assembly resolution 166hA(XVI), on
the above item,'and requesting us to communicate to you the views-of our
Government as to the conditions under which we might be willing to enﬁer into
specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring
" nuclear weapons and to refuse to receive in future nuclear weapons on our
territory on behalf of any other country, I am to inform you that the Government
of the Republic of Cyprus: |
Convinced that all measures should be taken that could halt further
nuclear weapons tests and prevent the further spread‘of nuclear weapons,
Recognizing that the countries not possessing nuclear weapons have ﬁ
grave interest and an important part to fulfil in the prepafation and
implementation of such measures,
Believing that action taken by those countries will facilitate
agreement by the nuclear Powers to discontinue all nuclear tests and to
prevent any increase in the number of nuclear Powers,

Agrees to enter into a specific and unconditional undertsking to

refrain from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weapons, and
refuse to accept, in future, the installation or use of nuclear weapons in

the Republic, on behalf of any other country.

(signed) Spyros KYPRIANOU
Minister of Foreign Affairs
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13. CZECBOSLOVAKIA#*

[Original text: English/
13 March 1962

The Permanent Representative of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations presents his compliments to the Acting Secretary-General of the
United Nations and has the honour to ackncwledge the receipt of the latter's
note of 2 January 1962 requesting the Government of the Czechoslovak Sccialist
Republic, pursuant to resolution 1664 (XVI), to express its position as to the
conditions under which it, as a country not possessing nuclear weapons might be
willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or
otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive in the future nuclear
weapons on its territories on behalf of any other country. Upon instructions
from the Czechoslovak Government the Permanent Representative wishes to make
the follcowing statement on the subject:

The Czecholevak Socialist Republic is an active supporter of all effective
measures that would be conducive to the solution of the most urgent problem of
the present - the question of disarmameﬁt. If more than two years ago the
fourteenth United Nations General Assewbly was fully justified in characterizing
of general and complete disarmament as the most urgent problem of the present
it is ever wore true today when as a consequence of the cohtinued stoclpiling
of rocket, nuclear and thermonuclear weapons the danger of war has further
increased. Feverish nuclear arms race must be prevented frowm resulting in a
catastrophe that would have unprecedented consequences for the mankind as a whole.
General and complete disarmament is the main guarantee of peaceful consolidation
of the conditions prevailing in Furope and in the world.

Therefdre, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic regards it at present as
the most urgent that all countries concentrate their efforts in particular on
seeking progress in the solution of the question of general and éomplete
disarmament and on eliminating all obstacles that might stand in the way of

the solution.

* Also issued as document A/5106. \/.;‘
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» The attention of the Czechoslovak pubiic is hopefully concentrated on the
forthcoming deliberations of the eighteen-nation Committee establishéd by
feSolution passed by the sixteenth United Nations General Assembly which is to bpen
its work on 14 March in Geneva.

Bilateral negotiations between the USSR and the United States of America ‘
resulted in én agreement reached at the sixteenth General Assembly on the compositio
of this organ so that it represents all the three groups of States existing in the
world at the present time.

:In its work the Committee should proceed from the principles contained in the

- Joint Soviet-fmerican statement Qf agreed principles for disarmement negotiations.
Givéh goodywili and sinceré endeavour of all participating'countries to achieve
progress these new facts create prereqﬁisites for breaking the vicious circle in
which the disarmament issue has been.moving for years. o |
‘ Being-a rwember of the Committee, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic on its

1part will do its utmost in order that the talks in the Committee should have
positive results and that the noble idea of general and complete disarmament which
in our view is the safest way towards rellev1nv mankind from the dahger of a

‘nuclear war should be translated into reallty.

‘ As concerns the proposal contained in resolution 1664 (YVI), the Government
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic always in the disarmament talks in the
past lent itsfsupport to all proposals aiméd at preventing further spread of
fnﬁclear armaments and‘weapons. It did so in its firm belief that measures of this

‘type would facilitate the easing of international tensions, strengthening of
mutual confidence in the relations between States and would thus create favcurable

| conditions for the attainment of general and complete disarmament.

It 1s well kncwn that some time égo the Government of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic fully endorsed the proposal put forward by the Government of the
Polish People's Republic on the formation of an atom-free zone in Central Europe-
 that would include the territory of the Federsl Republic of Germany, the Cerman
Democratic Republic, the . Polish People's Republic and the Czechoslovak Socialist
‘Republic. It likewise welccmed similar proposals for the creation of atcm-free
zoneé in other parts of the world, for example in the Balkans, in the Far East,

in Africa.
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The positive views on the realization of these measures Were‘also expressed
by the Czechoslovak delegation at the sixteenth United Nations General Assembly
- when it supported the draft resolution submitted by Sweden and adopted by the
General Assembly as resolution 1664 (XVI). '

© The affirmatiye position of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic on this
Question has remained unchanged. Under the assumption that the undertakings
mentioned in resolution 166k (XVI) would be made by all States that do not possess
' nuclear weapons and would be fully 1mplemented.by them, the Czechoslovak
Soc1alist Republic would be ready solemnly to undertake that it renounces the
’ﬁanufacturing of nuclear weapons and their‘possession within the meaning of
paragraph 4 of the preawble of resolution 1664 (XVI). Bealization of such
measures would certainly contribute to the improvement of confidence between
States and to the creation of conditions that would facilitate the negotiations
lon reaching agreement on general and complete disarmement..

The Govermment of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic believes that the
proposed measure could, inter alia, play a positive role in ensuring security
of Eurore if all Burorean countries or countries of some parts of Europe were
ready to make and fulfil such undertakings._ ‘

' However, in order that such measure could be truly effiCient it Would haVélto
cover not only the Member States of the United Nations but all countries of the
respective area.‘_In Europe this concerns especially the Federal Republic of‘ |
Germany. Its leaders do not hide their intentions to gain control over nuclear ’
weapons warheads for their army within the NATC which would help them enforce their
revenge-seeking designs. There is certainly no need to stress that such POllLy
of the Goverrment of tne Federal Republic of Germany constitutes an enormous
danger for peace and seeurity of nations throughout the world.
| Expressing its.positive‘attitude to the proposal ccntained in
resolution 1664 (XVI), the‘Czechoslovak'Government sgain deems it necessary to
point out that under the prevailing circumstances the main objective is to strive
" for the attainment of 'general and complete disarmament which would ensure lasting
reace for humanity and at the same time solve problems referred to in

resolution 166k (XVI).
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The Permanent Representative of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations avails itself of this opportunity to renew to the
Acting Secretary-General of the United Nations the assurances of his highest

consideration.
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14, DENMARK

[Original text: Inglish/
16 March 1962

Replying to your letter of 2 January 1962 in which, pursuant to General
Assenbly resolution 1664 ((VI) of 4 December 1961, you requested the views of
the Government of Denmark as to the conditions under which countries not
possessing nuclear weapons might be willing to enter into specific undertakings
to refrain from manuracturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons and to reifuse
to recelve in the future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of any
other country, I have the honour to inform you as follows:

1. The Government of Demmark attaches decisive luportance to the question of
disarmament and desires to contribute actively towards encouraging negotiations
that may lead to general and complete disarmament under adequate control.

In casting the vote of Demmark in favour of the aforementioned resolution,
the Representative of Demmarlk expressed the hope that answers to the enguiry
would be forthcoming in substantial nuMbers.to provide the Disarmament Cormission
with useful backéround material for further studies of the question of abolition
of nuclear weapons within the framework of general and complete disavmament.

2. In Dermark nuclear ammunition is not being manufactured. The Goverrnment of
Dermark has not acquired such ammunition, nor has it at any time received nuclear
ammuniticn on behalf of another country. Yocur enquiry gives occaslion for the
Government of Denmark to confirm that a change cf this attitude is not intended.
3. Denmark 1s opposed to a further spread of nuclear wegpons as a result of the
~development of national atomic forces by countries other than those already
poséessing such forces.

Prevention of the spread of nuclear weapons is a key prdblem today. By
voting in favour of General Assembly resolution 1665 (XVI) on the Prevention of the
Vlder Dissemination of Nuclear Weapons, Denmark wholeheartedly supported the
appeal of the General Assembly to all States, and in particular to the States at
present possessing nuclear weapons, to use their best endeavours to secure the
conclusion of an international agreement containing provisions under which the

nuclear States would undertake to refrain from relinguishing control of nuclear

/e..
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Weapons and from transmitting the information necegsary for their manufacture to
States not nossessing such weapons, and provisions under which States 'not
possessing nuclear weapons Would‘undertake not to manufacture or otherwise
acquire control of such weapons. | .
L., It is a generally reccgnized principle that for fhe sake of presefving ‘
peace, disarmament measures should be implemented in such a manner thau no shift
orT 1nternatlonal balance occurs. This v1ew has been repeatedly expLessed during
the international disarmsment talks and formed an essential part of the joint
statement of agreed principles for disarmament negotigtions Whieh was lssued on
20 September 1961 by the Government of the United States:of America and the
Government of the Union of the Soviet Socialist Republics.
5;, The‘quesfion of the abolition of nuclear weapons, nherever located, should‘
be tahen up durlng the discussions of an agreement on general and complete’
dlsarmament 51multaneously wvith the 1mplementatlon of an effective 1nternatlonal
security system. The Government of Denmark expects that the e1ghteen~Pover o
Commlttee, the settlng up of which was approved by resolution 1722 (XVI) of.
20 December 1961 and which commenced its negotiations on llL March 1962, will
'prove to be the proper forum for achieving solutions both tonthe general questlons
of disarmament and to the specific problems which the modefn veapons present to
mankind . The:Government of Denmark calls upon the Committee to devote speciel
attenfion to these problems so that it may bevpossible to remove the threat of
nuclear annihilation facing humanity. ‘ ‘ ,
(6. If the continued international disarmament talks lead to agreement on
arrangements concerning general disarmament, my Government would take a pasitive
stand on such arrangeuents, including atom-free’zones.‘ The same would apply if

greement is reached on the desirability of the implementation without delay of
initial measures of disafmament to improve international security and the
prospects ror further disarmement progress. |

(Signed) A. FESSELLUND-JENSEN

Permanent Representative of Denmark |
to the United Nations:
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15. FINLAND¥
Zeriginal”text: English/
2 March 1962

By a letter of 2 January 1962, you have requested the Government of Finland
to submit‘its views on the conditions under which it might be willing to enter
into specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or otherwise aequiring =
nuclear weapons and to refuse to receive in the future such weapons on its
territory on behalf of any other country. | o

The Government of Finland point out that in the peace treaty of 1947
between Finland and the Allied and Associated Powers Finland has undertaken 'not
to possess, construct or experiment with any atomic weapon". It further follows
from.the policy of neutrality‘pursued by Finland that Finland does not agree to
receive on its territory nuclear weapons or any other military‘equipment on
behalf of any other country.

With reference to the idea of creating nuclear-free zones based on mutual
undertakings between several States, the Government of Finland consider that
while general and complete disarmament under effective international control,
in accordance with the resolution unanimonély adopted at the fourteemth session
by the General Assembly of the United Nations, must be regarded as the ultimate
aim, efforts toward this end undoubtedly would be advanced by such partial
measures as wouldllimit the further deveiOpment and spread of nuciear weapons.
Accordingly the Government of Finland have repeatedly emphasized, both in the
United Nations and in other connexibns, the importance of achieving an agreement
on the banning of nuclear tests. A similar purpose would .be served in the event
- that States not possessing nuclear weapons were to enter into undertakings, ‘
subject to appropriate control, not to manufacture, acquire or receive nuclear
weapons by concluding agreemenﬁs on the creation of nuclear-free zones which
the nuclear Powers would commit themselves to respect. In the Qpinion of tne
Government of Finland, the creation of such nuclear-free zones coﬁering wide

areas would be significant contribution to the relaxation of international tension.

(Signed) Relph ENCKELL
Permanent Representative of Finland

* Also issued as document A/5108. L l /
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16. TFRANCE

[Original text: French/
22 March 1962

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter.of 2 Jamuary 1962
regarding resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted on k4 Decemberll961 by the United Nations
General Assembly. _

You are kind enough to draw my attention to the fourth preambular paragraphr
and to operstive palragraph 1 of this resolution, which request that an inquiry
be made among countries not possessing nuclear weapaons.

You furthermore request, in cennexion with operative paragraph 3, my
Government's views regarding the conditlons under which countries not possessing
lnuclear weapons night be will;ng to enter into the specifle underﬁahings referred
:to in the resolutiom. ‘ v

You will, I am sure, agree withvme that it is the‘responsibility of each
country which con31dere that these prOV1s;ons apply to it and which wighes to

~act upen them to taLe its om dec1slons and no doubt o inform you, thereof

As to the nuclear Powers, it sppears to me that they can fulfil their role
only in the context of a disarmament agreement which covers atomic weapons. The
resolution adopted on L Deeember’l961, in which certain desires are expressed, in
no way represents an internationai agreement committing the signatory countries.
It lacks, in particular, that essential element of genulne disarmement which is
the establishment Of'effeetive comtrol whereby the scrupulous observance of
commltments can be ensured. b- v : : {

The French Govelnment has for 1ts part always been convinced, and it
remains convinced today, that nuclear disarmement is an essential part of general
disarmament. It advocates the conclusion of an international agreement on this
squect On various occesionég and again quite’recently, it‘has made specific
proposals in thig matter to the other nuclear Powers. .

I have the honour to be, ete,

Minigter of Foreign Affairs

[N o . ' - f 3 ST L. . . i B .
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17+ GREECE

" [Original text: English/
g : T March 1962

With referehce:to‘ycuf i¢£téf sub. No. PO 134 of 2 January 1962,. in which

.you enquifed about the views of the Royal Heilenic Go&ernﬁenf on resolution 1664

~as regards the conditicns unéer whlch they might be Wllllng to enter into specific:
undertaklngs Lo refraln from manufacturlng or otherwise’ acquiring nuclear weapons
snd to refuse to receivé 1n>the1future nuclear weapons on their territory on
behalf of any other country. I'have the honour to inforﬁ you of the follbwing:

In the Sixteenth General Assembly, the Greek Delegation voted against
Resolution 1664 beceuse it ¢onsidefed it not praoper that the possession of
nuclear weapons be the'privilege of certaln countries. This would be contrary
to the principle of equality amongst member nations consecrated by the Charter,
ag well as to the principle of equal responsibility of &all natlons for the -
preservation of peace.

Besides these general considerations which determined odr vote, my
Government have consistently meintained that peace, especially for smaller
countries, rests upon collective nuclear defence, since conditions for a general
and complete disarmament under effective international control have not ye‘ﬁ been
established. . .'

Such a pgsitioﬁ oﬁvthis aspect of disarmement is for us a matter of principle,
which we have consistently advocated in all debates on disarmament in the
United Nations. We have also stressed that we consider the creation of
denuclearized zones, which resolution 1664 (XVI) would appeer to favour, es
impracticable for technical reasons. |

As regards the manufacturing of nueclear. weapons, the problem does not arlse
for us, since the necessary facilities do not exist in Greece. As for acquiring
éuch wespons or receiving them on behalf of other countries, we wish to make
it clear that such an eventﬁality'shduld be exémined in the exclusive context of
self-defence and collective security of the free and democratic countries, with
dué consideration to the fagt that guaranties of a general and complete disarmament

have not yet been obtsgined.
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The Greek Government are therefore placing thelr heopes in the possibility of

neral and complete disarmawent.

an agreepment on a ge

As a congtructive supggestion it could be added that the problems raised by
resolution 1664 (XVI) could be exemined in the forum best suited for all matters
pertaining to or aflfecting disarmement. Such, in the opinion of my Government,
is the Geneva Comwittes of Bighteen, since it has unrestricted competence on
the question of general wund couplete disarmament, which encompasses the problem
of restrictions on manufacturing nuclear weapons, acquiring them and receiving
them on behalf of other coantries.

(signed) Dimitri $. BITSICS

Permanent Representative of Greece
to the United Nations
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18. LCELAND

[Original text: English/.
14 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 2 January 1962, addrééséd to
the Foreign Minister of Iceland, wherein reference is madé to General Assembly
resolution 1664 (XVI). In your. letter you request the views of the Icelandic
Government regarding "the conditions under which countries not possessing
nuclear weapons might be willing to énter into specific undertakihgs to refrain
from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons énd to fefuse to receive
in the future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of any bther‘country".

The Icelandic Government wishes to express the following views on this
queétion:

Iceland.has no arms or military forces of her own. | However, owing‘to the
insecurity prevailing in international affairs, the Icelandic people consider
that the presende of a NATO defence force in Iceland is eésentiél for the |
security of the nation. The defence force is not équipped with atomic weapons,
nor is it contemplated to equip the force with such weapons. ‘ '

The Icelandic nation must evaluate on the basis of the world situation
at any given time, what defence measures are called for to safeguard the
security of the country, and must act aécordingly. '

The Icelandic Government strongly advocates that the big Powers take
immediate steps to reach an agreement on the banning of‘nuclear weapons, under

effective international control.

(Siened)  Thor THCRS o
Permanent Representative of Iceland
to the United Nations

[oos
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19. INDIA

Zﬁfiginal text: Epgliég7
26 March 1962
|

Pursuant to your inguiry in connexion with resolution 1664 (XVI) regarding
undertakings to refrain from manufacturing, acquiring. or receiving nuclear
weapons, I have the honour to communicate the following reply:

The Government of India holds steadfastly to the view that nuclear weapons
of mass destruction pose the gravest dangers to mankind and threaten civilization
with annihilation. These dangers can be fully removed only by the achievement
 of complete and general disarmament, which was the goal established by the General
Assembly's resolution 1378 (XIV) and which must be the aim of all efforts by
States. ‘

The elimination of nuclear weapons is imperative and ﬁrgent as an initial
step towards the achievement of the goal of general and complete disarmament. The
greatest responsibility rests on th%se who already possess and manufacture these
weapons. Many more States are, how;Ver, believed capable of their manufacture,
and ‘the achievements of technology on the one hand and the participation of States
in military pacts on the other are capable of greatly increasing the number 6f
States having or being able to manufacture nuclear weapoﬁs.

To eliminate the dangers, it is essential that

(i) all those States ndt yet manufacturing these weapons or permitting them

on their territory, should undertake not to do so;

(ii) the weapons already in existence should be'éonfined to the territory

of the States which manufactured them; and

- (iii) the latter, as required by General Assembly resolution 1648 (XVI),
should bind themselves‘by a treaty banning nuclear tests under
appropriate controls; and pending such a treaty, they should refrain
from such tests. ‘

Aé these measures by themselves would still ieave sufficient nuclear military
capacity to destroy vast sections of the world, it is also necessary to undertake

immediately a programme for the dismantlement or conversion to peaceful use of

all nuclear weapons that are in existence.

.
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It is the considered view of the Govermment of India that States shouid
irmmediately undertake to further the elimination of nuclear weapons and accept
obligations thereunder. So far as the Govermment of India are concerned, they
have repeatedly declared that they have no intention of manufacturing themselves
or accepting nuclear weapons on their territory. The coanviction arnd policy of
the Qovernment of India stand unchanged in this matter. The Government of India
are, therefore, will;pg to enter into any general agreement or specific
undertaking in this regard in accordance with the resolution of the United Nationsg.

I shall be grateful if you will include the views of the Govermment of India

in your report to the Disarmament Commission which you have been asked to furnish
by 1 April 1962.
(Signed) C.8. JHA

Fermanent Representative of Indla
to the United Nations
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20. IRELAND

Lafiginal text: Engliqéz
7 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your Note (PO 134) of 2 January 1962,
reqguesting the views of my Government on the conditions under which they might be
willing to enter into the specific undertakings referred to in the fourth
preambular paragraph and the first operative paragraph of General Assembly
resolution 1664 (XVI) of 4 December 1961, concerning nuclear weapons.

As is well known to Your Excellency and tc the Member Governments of the
United Nations, my Government, being of the opinion that the further spread of
nuclear weapons would constitute a danger to the maintenance of peace, have made
constant efforts since 1958 to secure acceptance by the United Nations of
resolutions designed to limit the dissemination of such weapons.

I would recall‘in this connexion the unanimous adoption by the General
Assembly at its sixteenth session of resolution 1665 (4 December 1961) on the
prevention of the wider dissemination of nuclear weapons. The operative clauses
of this resolution are as follows:

"1. Calls upon all States, and in particular upon the States at
present possessing nuclear weapons, to use their best endeavours to secure
the conclusion of an international agreement containing provisions under
which the nuclear States would undertake to refrain from relinquishing
control of nuclear weapons and from transmitting the information necessary
for their manufacture to States not possessing such weapons, and provisions
under which States not possessing nuclear weapons would undertake not to
manufacture or otherwise acquire control of such weapons;

"2. Urges all States to co-operate to those ends."

My Govermment would of course be happy to subscribe to an international
agreement on the lines of this resolution and we believe there is at the moment
a reasonable prospect of securirg its acceptance by all members of the United
Nations. They are encouraged in this belief not only by the acceptance of
resolution 1665 but by the fact that before this resolution was passed, the
principles it contains were adopted as part of the policies of the Governments

of the USA and USSR.
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In the USA document A/4B9L, page 5, circulated to the Assembly on
25 September 1961, it is proposed:

"States owning nuclear weapons shall not relinquish control of such
weapons to any nation not owning them and shall not transmit to any such
nation the information or material necessary for their manufacture. States
not owning nuclear weapons shall not manufacture such weapons, attempt to
obtain control of such weapons belonging to other %tates, or seek or receive
information or materials necessary for their manufacture.’

In document 4/L4892, page 7, circulated to the Assembly on 26 September 1961, the
USSR declared:

"The Soviet Government considers that there is at present a possibility
of concluding an agreement by which the nuclear Powers would undertake not
to give nuclear weapons to other countries and those States which do not

possess nuclear weapons would undertake not to make them or to obtain them
from the nuclear Powers.

"It does not seem necessary to dwell on the acute danger to peace which
would be created by an increase in the number of Powers possessing nuclear
weapons or the secret of their production, regardless of whether they possessed
them individually or received them within the framework of some military bhloc."
My Government would strongly urge the members of the United Nations to make
* the most of this favourable conjuncture lest the opportunity to stop the further
spread of nuclear weapons slip, perhaps lrrevocably, from our grasp. We Feel that
all of us should at present concentrate our energies on promoting negotiations to
translate the existing identity of position of the USA and USSR on this problem into
a formal international agreement. DMy Government fear that such negotiations would
be jeopardized by linking them with another 'proposal upon which there is
irreconcilable difference of view.

As is well known there are at present no nuclear weapons on the territories
of most of the non-nuclear countries. Some of these countries, however, althbugh
they have no present intention of seeking to alter this state of affairs, would
nevertheless, we feel certain, refuse to pledge themselves never to admit
their nuclear armed allies no matter how the international situation deteriorated
or how gravely they were menaced. The Irish Government, therefore, would not be
prepared to ask all the non-nuclear States to give such a pledge in the existing
precariously balanced world situation and in the absencé of a world order which

would give effective security to all nations against aggression. Neither would
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they'ask any particular group of non-nuclear nations to give such a pledge
unless they formed part of an area of law established with the agreement and
- support of the Great Powers and the United Nations.

By an "area of law"' we mean, as the Irish delegation has frequently
explained in the United Nations, an area from which not only nuclear arms are
excluded but alsoc all weapons of na.ss destruction and foreign forces and in
which States Members agree to settle their disputes peacefully, limit their
 forces and armaments to police level and accept international inspection to

- ensure that the agreement is being kept.

(Signed) Frank ATKEN
Minister for External Affairs
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21. ISRAELX

L@riginal text: Engliéh7
25 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 2 January 1962 transmitting
the text of resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly at ils 1070th
meeting on It December 1961, and to submit the views of my Government thereon.

It is the established policy of the Government of Israel to support all
effective measures designed to reduce the dangers facing mankind as a result
of nuclear armaments. |

My Government is fully aware that the nuclear armaments race constitutes a
grave threat to world peace. Hence, Israel is in favour of all practical steps
likely to reduce existing. nuclear armaments and @o prevent their further
dissemination.’

My Government would welcome the establishment of a system which would
effectively advance this aim. Such a system must be based on universal
reciprocity between all the Powers.

Furthermore, it is the view of my Government that any arrangement to he
concluded between States, especially in areas of international tension, must
take account of strategic realities, so as to ensure complete reciprocity in order
not to prejudice the security of any of them. These arrangements must therefore
include, as part of a general control system, binding mutual commitments between
all States concerned, providing for inspection and verification by each other.

It is suggested that the proposals contained in resclution 1664 (XVI) be
given further consideration within the framework of the discussions on general
disarmament based on the principles agreed upon by the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, which were ehdorsed wnanimously by

the General Assembly at its sixteenth session.

*  Also issued as document A/5112.



DC/261/Add.2
English
Page 38

22. ITALY
/Original text: Ttaliany

20 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 2 January 1962, in which, at the
request of the General Assembly, pursuant to its resolution 1664 (XVI), you sought
the views of my Government as to "the conditions under which States not possessing
nuclear weapons might be willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain
from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons and to. refuse to receive,
in the fuiture, nuclear weapons in their territories on behalf of any other country".

The Ttalian Government has repeatedly exercised its keen interest in every
initiative which is really intended to eliminate the use of nuclear energy for
purposes of war. The votes cast by the Ttalian delegation in favour of
resolution 1665 (XVI) on the prevention of the wider dissemination of nuclear
weapons and of the resolution concerming the resumption of the work of the
tripartite conference for a controlled ban on nuclear tests (1649 (XVI)) are among
the most recent expressions of our thoughts on this mattér. |

With specific reference to your request for information on the conditions
under which the Ttalian Government might be willing to undertake to refrain from
manufacturing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weapons and to refuse to receive them
on ite territory on behalf of any other country, I can only refer to what was stated
by the Italian representative during the debate on resolution 1664 (XVI) which took
place in the Political Committee of the United Nations General Assembly.

Baving first stated that Ttaly does not menufacture or possess nuclear weapons
and has no intention of doing so in the future, we expressed the opinion that the
general gquestion of the specific undertakings mentioned in resolution 1664 appeared
to be inadequately stated in that resolution. For undertakings such as those
mentioned in resolution 1664 to be entered into, all countries would have to feel
that their freedom and security were guaranteed. Otherwise, to ask them to.make
these specific recommendations would be tantamount to trying to deprive them of
what might prove to be essential means of exercising the right of individual and

collective self-defence, a right which is recognized in the United Nations Charter.

I
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Furthermore, undertakings not accompanied by adequate international controls would
be liable to cause a further imbalance 1n the security relations between the
various countries, inasmuch as the effectiveness of the control exercised by public
opinion over the keeping of commitments is not the same in every country.

The TItalian Goverrmment therefore considers that it could agree to enter into
the undertaking set forth in resolution 1664 (XVI) if the latter formed part of an
agreement, accepted by all nuclear Powers, which would give effect to a specific
programme of general dlsarmament, adequately balanced and guaranteed and under
international control. The Italian Government intends actively to work towards
guch an agreement at the forthcoming meeting at Geneva of the Disarmament Committee,
in the hope that this may lead to the possibility of attaining the lofty objectives
of General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI).

(Signed) V. ZOPPI

Fermanent Representative
to the United Nations
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JAPAN
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e

JOriginal text: English/
15 March 1962

With reference to your letter dated 2 January 1962, I have the honour to
communicate to you the views of my Govermment as to the conditions under which it
might‘be willing to enter into the specific undertakings referred to by
resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly on L December 1961.

The fearful menace of nuclear weapons, posing as they do a standing threat to
all mankind with their incalculable power of destruction, must be removed from our
world at the earliest possible moment.

Conscious of this impelling need, the Govermment of Japan has consistently
oppoéed all forms of nuclear weapons testing and has vigorously advocated the
- early conclusion among the Powers concerned of an agreement for the discontinuance
of such testing under effective international inspection and control.

The present world situation, as it relates to this all-important question,
belies our hopes. Last year, a nuclear Power unilaterally resumed nuclear weapons
testing and ostentatiously displayed the night of super nuclear weapons.

It is obvious that the primary responsibility for carrying out nuclear
disarmament rests with the countries which possess them and that without their
positive efforts no nuclear disarmament measures can be effectively implemented.
Accordingly any nuclear disarmament effort on the part of non-nuclear countries
should not relieve the nuclear Powers of responsibility or zeal t& work for this
common purpose. Nuclear disarmament measures, in the opinion of my Governument,
should be advanced while taking fully into account the security of all countries.

From the standpoint indlcated above, the Govermment of Japan considers the
following conditions to he essential for countries not possessing nuclear weapons
to enter into specific understandings to refrain from manufacturing or otherwise
acquiring such weapons and Lo refuse to receive, in the future, nuclear weapons
into their territories on behalf of any other countries:

(a) that this matter should be taken wup within the framework of general

and complete disarmament under effective international control and in

balance with other measures of disarmament;
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(b) that substantial progress should be made toward an agreement among the
nuclear Powers to discontinue nuclear weapons tests under effective
international control and also toward an agreement among them to prohibit
the manufacture, stockpiling and use of nuclear weapons; and

(c) that these specific undertakings should be carried out simultaneously
on a global basis and in carrying out the undertakings adequate guarantees

be provided to ensure effective international control.

(Signed) Zentaro KCSAKA
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japan
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2k, TUXEMBOURG

Zﬁfiginal text: Frencg7
12 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter PO 134 of 2 January 1962,
comminicating to me the text of General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI) of
4 December 1961 and requesting the views of the Govermment of Iuxembourg regarding
"... the conditions under which countries not possessing nuclear weapons might
be willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or
otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive, in the future, nuclear
weapons in their territories on behalf of any other country'”.

It would appear Ffrom the foregoing quotation that your inquiry relates to
two matters:

Firstly, the manufacture and acquisition of nuclear weapons;

Secondly, the storing of nuclear wegpons belonging to another country.

The Government of Luxembourg wishes to point out that, for reasons of an
economic and military nature, these two matters have no relevance at present in
so Tar as ILuxembourg territory is concerned. The question of entering into an
undertaking with regard to the future mwst, however, be viewed in the light of
the general tenor of the resolution whose text you have been good enocugh to
conmunicate to me.

| In that connexion, the Govermment of Luxembourg, which is anxious to see total
disarmement achieved in a form that will truly remove the danger of war, finds it
regrettable that the measures proposed by the General Assembly are of so
fragmentary a nature.

Tuxembourg is keenly aware of the fact that any scheme for nuclear
disarmament must necessarily prove ineffective unless it is accompanied by a i
general disgrmament scheme covering conventional wegpons as well and carried
out under a system of international control which guarantees that the agreed
megsures are actually put into effect.

T take this opportunity to reiterate once again the sincere good wishes of
the Govermment of Iuxembourg for the suécess of the efforts being made to achieve
general and complete disarmzment.

(signed) E. SCHAUB
Ministry of Forelgn Affairs



DC/201/Ad4.2
English
Page 43

25. MADAGASCAR

[Original text: French/
1 March 1962

In your letter of 2 January 1962, you kindly drew my attention to the
fourth preambular paragraph and operative paragraph 1 of resolution 1664+ (XVI),
adopted on 4 December 1961 by the General Assembly of the Unifed Nations, in
which you are requested to make an inquiry: '

"... into the conditions in which countries not possessing nuclear weapons

might be willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from

manufacturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive,
in the future, nuclear weagpons in their territories on behalf of any other
country".

Since it became independent, the Malagasy Republic has at all times indicated
its strong desire for peace and its willingness to join in any action which may
help to remove the danger of a conflict arising and spreading, whether it be
muclear or not.

Accordingly, I can state that any specific measure designed to reduce the
possibility of aggression, from whatever source, will meet with the full
agreement of the Malagasy Goverumment.

Tt does not seem, however, that the text of resolution 1664 (XVI) is of g
suitable nature to achleve that end, since 1ts only effect would be to freeze the
present distribution of nuclear weapons and to fix geographically the particular
positions of advantage which the opposing blocs have been able to take up.

The Malagasy Republic, despite-its resolutely peaceful attitude, which is
the result of its form of government, of the spirit of its people and of its
limited resources, is, nevertheless, like all the nations of the free world,
threatened by the aggressive attitude of the Soviet bloe, which, by its measures
of intimidation and disregard of its commitments, represents a permanent danger
to small States. . '

There ié a close connexion betﬁeen nuclear arms and armaments in general,
since nuclear arms are an integral part of modern armaments as a whole. Any '

limitation on their possession 1s inconceivable outside the context of general
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and complete disarmament. Any other approach would mean that the non-ztomic
;nations would be delivered defenceless to the greed of powerful imperialists,
of one kind or another.

Tt is thus incumbent upon the new eighteen-Power Disarmament Committee - -
Trom which the twelve countries belonging to the Union of African and Malagasy
States have been arbitrarily excluded - to decide upon and to ensure the
application of practical neasures leading to general and complete disarmament,
which, as it was put into effect, would bring about a balanced reduction in all
military forces and would thus diminish the possibility of military threats.

The Malagasy Government, therefore, does not consider it possible to enter
into an undertaking of the kind specified in resolution 1664 (XVI) until an
agreement has been reached on general disarmament, to which the problem of the
- spread of nuclear weapons is inseparably linked.

Any other attitude would leave the way wide open for atomic aggression
B againgst Madagascar by those Powers which possess atomlc arms.

I have the honour to be, etc.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs
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26. NETHERLANDS

[Original text: English/.
12 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter PO 134k of 2 Jenuary 1962, in which,
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI), you request the views of
ny Government as to the conditions under wiich it might be willing to enter
into specific undertakings tc refrain from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring
nuclear weapons and to refuse to receive in the future nuclear weapons on its
territory on behalf of any other country. In response to your request I would
like to transmit to you the following reply to my Government:
(a) The Netherlands Govermment is very much concerned about the prospect
of a future increase in the number of countries with an independent nuclear
capability. The views of the Netherlands Government ih this respect have
been set forth in detail during the XIVth, Xvth and XVIth General Assemblies
of the United Nations. It remains the urgent desire of the Netherlands
- Government that in the future the number of countries, having nuclear
weapons under their own political control should not be increased, elither
in Europe or anywhere else in the world.
(b) The Netherlands Government is therefore prepared to lend its full
support to any realistic proposal or arrangement that could effectively
prevent such an increase. In this spirit it has welcomed the measures to
this effect contained in the programme for general and complete
disarmament, introduced by the United States during the XVIth General
Assembly.‘ This programme already during its first stage provides
inter alia that states owning nuclear weapons shall not relingulsh control
of such weapons to any nation not owning them and shall not transmit to
any such nations the informetion or material hecessary for their manufacture;
the progremme further provides that States not owning nuclear weapons shall
not manufacture such weapons, attempt to obtain control of such weapons
belonging to other States or seek or receive information of material
necessary for their manufacture. In the same spirit the Netherlands

Government has given full support to resolution 1665 (XVI) which was
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introduced by Ireland and adopted by the General Assembly on 4 December 1961.
That resolution requested all States to secure the conclusion of an
international agreement, containing certain well defined provisions which
could effectively halt a further increase in the number of countries '
possessing their own nuclear weapons.

(¢) The inquiry envisaged in rzsolution 1664 (XVI), has a purpose which
goes much further than what is being called for both under the proposals

in this respect of the United States of 25 September 1961 and under
resolution 1665 of the XVIth General Assembly. The inquiry is not only
concerned with prohibiting the production of nuclear weapons in or the
acquisition of ownership of such weapons by non-nuclear States, but also
with prohibiting the location and deployment of nuclear weapons in the
territories of States which do not own them. It théreby introduces elements
which could only be taken into consideration in the framework of a

general arrangement of disarmament under effective international control.
(d) A separate and isolated agreement with regard to the stationing and
stockpiling of nuclear weapons in non-nuclear countries would indeed
seriously impair the existing balance of power in Furope, as it would give
a one-gided military advantage to the countries, members of the Warsaw Pact.
Western Europe at present is confronted with the armed strength of the
Soviet Union and its allies, composed of numerically superior conventional
forces and strong nuclear armaments, with which the Soviet Union can reach
Western Europe directly from its own territory. In view of this situation
nuclear weapons had to be integrated into the defensive system of the

North Atlantic Alliance as a necessary deterrent to potential aggression
and as a means to check, in a situation of war, an armed attack by the
Warsaw Fect countries. These defensive measures have been taken in conformity
with the right of individual and collective self-defence récognized by the
Charter of the United Nations. It will be clear that isolated measures,
directed against the deployment of nuclear weapons in Europe, would indeed
run counter to the generally accepted principle that no party should be
allowed to obtain any strategic or military advantage from progress in

disarmament. In this connexion it should be noted that Western European
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non~nuclear countries did not agree to the stockpiling of nuclear weapons

in their countries on behalf of other countries, as is assumed in the
resolution, but that they decided upon this stationing for reasons of their
own national defence interests.

(e) It should be stressed furthermore that under present day circumstances any
kind of armed conflict, however limited its geographical scope and its
duration, and however restricted the nature and amount of forces and weapons
involved, inherently bears the danger of ultimately developing into a general
nuclear conflict. This inherent danger, in the opinion of the Netherlands
Government, might be camouflaged but could not be diminished by placing
geographical limitations on the deployment of nuclear weapons. The only
effective means to protect the world against the ccecurrence of ruclear war

is to prevent armed conflicts as such. The Netherlands Govermment is
convinced that this can be achieved only by the rapid implementation of
balanced and farreaching measures of conventional and nuclear disarmament

in the framemork of an international agreement under effective control.

The Netherlands Government accordingly believes that the appropriate place
for discussion of such matters as raised by resolution 1664 will be the

Disarmament Committee which meets in Geneva on 14 March 1962.

(signed) C.W.A. SCHURMANN
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27. NEW ZEALAND

[Original text: Englisg7
9 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 2 January inquiring, within
the context of resolution 166k4 (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly on
4 December 1961,

"as to the conditions under which countries not possessing nuclear weapons

might be willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from

manufacturing or otherwise acqguiring such weapons and to refuse to receive
in the future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of any other
country."

For its part, New Zealand has no nuclear weapons nor any intention of
acguiring them. Nor are there nuclear weapons on New Zealand territory. The
New Zealand Government, moreover, has long regarded disarmament, by international
agreement binding on all States, as a fundamental and increasingly urgent
assignment for the United Nations. This applies not only to complete disarmament,
covering all arms but also any separable, partial measure, such as an effective
. ban on nuclear tesfing, which might serve as a first step towards the wider
obJective.

The New Zealand Government is therefore very interested in the proposal
formulated in resolution 1664 (XVI) as a possible means of promoting some measure of
progress on disarmament.

For its part, the New Zealand Government would readily enter into the specific
undertakings mentioned in resolution 1664 (XVI) if such undertakings formed part
of broader international arrangements for disarmament, adequately eupervised and
effectively binding on all States, whether Members of the United Nations or not,
or if all nuclear Powers were bound not to use nuclear weapons.

At present, New Zealand, a small country without nuclear weapons, depends on
alliance with nuclear Powers for its defence against other nuclear Powers. In
the existing conditions of international tension, it seems to the New Zealand
Government that the self-denying undertakings mentioned in resclution 1664 (XVI)

would, in isolation, amount to a limited measure of unilateral disarmament which,

/...
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by binding some States but net others, and by excluding the nuclear Powers
themselves - with whom rests the chief responsibility for the control of nuclear
weapons - could increase rather than diminish international tension and in
particular the danger of aggression. States undertaking tohdeny themgelves the
assistance of nuclear weapons, even in self-defence, could be placed at a
disadvantage in relation to those who did not. A further problem is posed by
the need to verify and enforce such undertakings.

The New Zealand Government accordingly concludes that these various problems
can only be resolved in the context of broader international arrangements for
disarmement. Clearly, however, the need for disarmament is increasingly urgent
cand the Government considers that any reasonable prospect of making headway
deserves the most careful study. It is therefore suggested that the subjéct of
your ingquiry should be further examined in the eighteen-member disarmament

conference convening in Geneva on 1b4 March.

(signed) Keith HOLYOAKE
Minister of External Affairs
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28. NIGERIA¥

/Original text: English/
28 March 1962

In response to your letter inguiring from the Nigerian Governmenf its views
fegarding the implementation of resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the General
Assembly at its sixteenth session on 4 December 1961, I have the honour to infofm'
’you, on the instructions of the Government of Nigeria, that the Nigerian Government
will be willing to enter into specified undertakings designed to prohibit the
manufacture or the acquisition otherwise of nuclear weapons or the reception or .
storage of such weapons on its territory subject to the following four conditions.
The third and fourth conditions below are related to the substance of
‘resolution 1665 (XVI) of 5 December 1961:

1. That the undertakings must apply universally to all independent
countries, whether they sre States Members of the United Nations

Or not

The undertakings being sought would seem to be directed to only those
States Members of the United Nations which do not possess nuclear weapons.
This would appeaf to be rather restrictive and can only be effective if
countries outside the United Nations with the capabilities of manufacturing
nuclear war-heads are brought within the terms of the resolution. Any talks
of disarmament or ban on nuclear tests will almost be useless if, for example,
the People's Republic of China has not been directly brought in.

2. That the undertakings are intended to induce the United States and
the Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics to agree to partial or total
disarmament

The guestion of undertakings by small nations without partial or total
disarmament by the two major Powers (United States and Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics) would appear to be futile. Any undertaking therefore
is with the hope that this will help to bring about general disarmament,

particularly among the major Powers.

* Also issued as document A/5111.
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3. That the undertakings are given in order to prohibit the sale of
nuclear war-heads to nations not possessing nuclear arms

It is considered that the resolution itself should have included an
appropriate reference to the prohibition of the sale of nuclear war-heads
to those nations which, at present, do not possess the capacity for '
manufacturing nuclear weapons. Recent events show that the future problems
relating to the question of dlsarmament in the field of nuclear weapons is
not that of the manufacture of these weapons but of their purchase by nations
not possessing nuclear weapons for defensive or offensive reasons.  The
results of recent nuclear experiments by reducing the '"bang" of nuclear
weapons to the extent that they can be used by infantry and other swall
units has also reduced the costs of each weapon, thus bringing it within the
purchasing power of many nations. This means that the problem has shifted
from that of manufacture to that of marketing of nuclear weapons.

L, That the undertakings are given in order to restrict the technicél
skill for the manufacture of nuclear weapons

It is necessary to have provisions in the undertakings preventing
countries already in possession of the technical knowledge for the
prdduction of nuclear weapons from passing information and data relating
to the manufacture of these weapons to countries not yet in possession of
this skill.

I should be grateful if you would circulate the text of this letter as an
official United Nations document. |
(Signed) Alhaji Muhammad NGILERUMA

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative to the United Nations
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29. NORWAY

[Original text: Englishy
13 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 2nd January 1962, in which you
refer to the General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI), and request the views of
my Government regarding "the conditions under which countries not possessing nuclear
weapons might be willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from
manufacturing or otherwise acguiring such weapons and to refuse to receive in the
future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of any other country."

The Norweglan Government endorses the purrose expressed in the resolution.

A1l measures should be taken to reach agreement on the cessation of nuclear test
explosions. (Norway fully supports the endeavours which are being done to prevent
the further spread of nuclear weapons,)

The strong desire for disarmament and relaxation of international tension
which has motivated the initiative of the Swedish Government and the other
co~sponsors of this resolution, is fully shared by the Norwegian Government. The
Ndrwegian people is strongly attached to the wofk for peace and disarmament, and
my Government will always do 1ts utmost to contribule to the solution of the
problems facing the world in this field. In my Government's opinion the solution
of these tasks is more urgently required than the solution of any other problem
engaging the world today.

Regarding the specific questions raised in your letter, the Norweglan
Government would like to make the following observations:

Norway dcoes not intend to produce or otherwise acguire nuclear weapons. My
Government is prepared to sign a treaty to this effect which will be valid for such
a period of time as may be agreed upon by Norway and the other signatories to the
_ treaty. My Government deems it unnecessary to subject this undertaking to special
conditions.

With regard to the question concerning the conditions under which Norway might
be willing to refrain from receiving in the future nuclear weapons on behalf of any
 other country, I would like to inform you that the Storting in the spring of 1961

~endorsed the Government's policy not to station such weapons on Norwegian territory..



DC/201/Add. 2
English
Page 53

At the same time it was emphasized that the Norwegisn constitutional authorities
must be in a position to decide, at any given time, which steps are necessary to
safeguard the security and independence of the country.

My Government ié also, however, prepared to consider signing internationally
binding agreements or otherwise to undertake special obligations not to receive
nuclear weapons on Norwegian territory on behalf of any other country on the
condition that such agreements or obligations do not alter the present balance
of power. My Government has noted that the Swedish Government and the other
co-sponsors based thelr resolution on this assumption. ©GSuch a condition would be
met if the forthcoming disarmament negotiations lead to results within the framework
of the principles agreed upon and presented by the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America at the United Nations sixteenth General
Assembly and which were unanimously endorsed by the General Assembly. The
Norwegian Government and the Norweglan people entertain a strong hope that the

disarmament negotiations will lead to results which will make such an agreement

possible.

/

(Signed) HALVARD IANGE
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30. PANAMA

/Original text: Spanish/
20 March 1962

Further to the note of this Ministry, No. POI-108 of 15 January 1962,
I have the honour to inform you, with reference to your inquiry concerning the
views of countries not possessing nuclear’weapons, that it is the opinion of
the Panamanian Government that there is no reason why the countries not
possessing nuclear weapons should of their own will and initiative enter into
such an undertaking, which limits thelr sovereignty for the beneflt of the
countries possessing nuclear weapons - in other words, that the prohibition
of the manufacture and acquisition of nuclear weapons must be total, since that
is what is demanded by the highest interésts of humanity.

(Signed) Juvenal A. CASTRELLON

Head of the International Organizations,
Ccnfererces and Treaties Section
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31. PARAGUAY

/Original text: Spanish/
14 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter.PO 134 of 2 January 1962, in which
_ybu requested my Government to communicate to you its views concerning the inquiry
carried out in pursuance of resolution 1664 (XVI), adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly at its 1070th plenary meeting on 4 December 1961.

I haye been expressly instructed by my Government to reply to your inguiry
as follows:

1. The Govermment of Paraguay feels that it is still possible to reach a
world-wide agreement on general and complete disarmement under effective
international control and that it is the task of the Disarmament Commission to
séek ways and means of achieving such an agreement. |

2. .Thé Government of Paraguay deems it appropriate for ﬁhe Disarmament
Commission to con51der at its coming session, as a preliminary measure, the actual‘
text of resolution 166k (XVI), adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on
4 December 1961.

3. Ih‘view of the expectations and hopes now centring on the outcome of
the coming session of the Disarmament Commission and on the possibility of réaching
an agreement on general and complete disarmament under effective international
control, the Government of Paraguay considers that it is not yet opportune for it
to indicate the precise conditions under which it could enter into the specific

undertaking mentioned in the fourth preambular paragraph of resolution 1664 (XVI).

(signed) Pacifico MONTERO DE VARGAS
Permanent Representative of Paraguay
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32. PERU

R

Zﬁriginal text: Spanis§7
15 March 1962
¢
T have pleasure in acknowledging receipt of your letter No. FO 170 of
-2 January 1962, in which, in accordance with operative paragraph 2 of
resolution 1653 (XVI), adopted by the General Assembly on 24 November 1961, you
ask Tor the views of Peru on the possibility of convening a special conference for
signing a convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons Tor war
purposes.

In reply, I have the honour to state the following.

First of all, it should be pointed out that Peru sbstained in the vote on
resolution 1653 (XVI). There is no doubt that Peru shares the universal aversion
to the threat of nuclear war and cannot but condemn any aggressive use of nuclear

"dr thermo-nuclear weapons. Wevertheless, the CGovernment of Peru conslders that
the declaration contsined in the resolution in guestion does not adequately
reflect the implications of the right of self-defence as established in the
San Francigco Charter. In the Peruvian Govermment's view, the existence of that
right is the principal Tactor in the maintenance oi peace, given the present
interngtional situation.

- For the same reason, the Peruvian CGovernment counsiders that the prohibition
of muclear and thermo-nuclear weapons, if it iz to be effective and give a
reasonable guarantee of securlty to all States, can only be achieved by a general
disarmament treaty subject to strict international contirol. The Government does
not think, therefore, that the convening of a conference for the specific purpose
of prohibiting the use of such weapons by means of an international treaty would

- help to diminish the threat hanging over mahkind. Only if such a treaty resolved
- the problem of disarmament as a whole, including the question of wethods of
international control, would it provide a guarantee against the danger of atomlc

‘war. But since the general question of disarmement is at present the subject of

- negotiations through chennels approved by the General Assembly of the United

Nations, 1t is to be feared that the convening of a conference to deal with one

/...
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aspect of the matter, which can hardly be separated from the whole, would
interfere with the negotiations in an undesirable way.

In short, the Peruvian Governmenlt does not take a favourable view of the
possibility referred to in operative paragraph 2 of General Assembly
resolution 1653 (XVI).

Turning to a related matter, I should like to reply, alsc, to youf letter
No. FO 134 of 2 January 1962, in which, in pursuance of operative paragraph 1 of
General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI), you ask for the views of the Peruvian
Government on the conditions under which it might be willing to enter into
specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or acquiring miclear weapons
and to refuse to receive, in the future, such weapons in its territory on
behalf of any other country.

In this connexion, I must state that the Peruvian Govermment has not
manufactured and does not manufacture nuclear wegpons and has not acquired any
such weapons. So.far, the possibility of its receiving such weapons in its
territory on behalf of other countries has not arisen. Should that possibility
arise, the Government would consider it in the light of the treaties governing

the inter-American regional system.

|

(signed) Iuis ALVARADO G
Ministry of Foreign Relations
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33. PHILIFPINES

[Original text: English/
5 March 1962

T have the honour to refer to Your Excellency's Note (Ref: PO 13k)
dated 2 January,1962, requestirg the views of the Fhilippire Goverrmert cn
"the conditions under which countries not possessing nuclear weapons might be
willing to enter into specific undertakings to refrain from manufacturing or
otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive in the future nuclear»
weapons on their territories on behalf of any other country", as specified in
resolution 166k (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly on 4 December 1961.

I have the honour to inform Your Excellency that the Philippines appreciates
the high purpose which prompted this resolution; but while it is seriously
concerned with the problems caused by nuclear undertakings, the Philippines does
not find itself able, in the light of present day realities, to view ;uch '
problems separately from the question of general disaymament. The Philippines
expresses the hope that in the forthcoming meeting of the Disarmament Committee
at Geneva on 14 March 1962, this Committee may find it possible to deal
satisfactorily with problems arising from nuclear undértakings as it proceeds to

consider the problem of disarmament.

(8igned) EMMANUEL PELAEZ

Secretary of Foreign Affairs
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3l POLAND

/Original text: English)
6 March 1962

1. The Government of the Polish People's Republic has always lent its
countenance to the initiatives launched in the Unitéd Nations General Assembly
with a view to maintaining and strengthening the world peace, and especially to .
the efforts which, thrcugh general and complete disarmament, seek to eliminate
wars as a meaﬁs to solve disputes among nations.

The position of the Polish People's Republic on the question of disarmament
is generally known.

The Polish People‘s Republic has consistently given its support to every
proposal striving for real disarmamentgyfor the destruction of mass extermination
weapons and for a reduction of armaments and armed forces.

In 1959, the Polish Delegation fully endorsed the initiative of the USSR
Government relating to general and complete disarmament. It 1s on general and
complete disarmament, as the most consistent and now realistic means of |
eliminating wars, that the Polish nation sets its hopes for lasting peace in the
world and for speedy econcmic and cultural progress of mankind which will thus be
able to apply all its energy for the sole purpose of peaceful construction.
Disarmament will also release additional resources to help overcoming eccnomic
retardness in the less developed countries.

Poland has actively participated, and is ready to participate, in coummon
endeavours of other countries and nations aiminé at the implementation of general
and complete disarmament.

2. Seeing the main goal in general and complete disarmament, the Government of

the Polish People's Republic is at the sawe time willing to exert every efforf in
"order to bring to pass such measures as would be conducive to speedy progress in.
the talks on general and complete disarmament.

For these reasons, Poland is in favour of putting soon into practice the
proposals contained in the Memorandum of the USSR Government dated
26 September 1961, submitted to the sixteenth sessicn of the General Assembly "on
measures to ease international tension, strengthen confidence among States and

contribute to general and complete disarmement".

/...
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Having had so much tragic experience in the past, the Polish people, just
as other nations, views with horror the continuing threat of ﬁhe use of nuclear
weapons in case of a war outbreak in the future. It is indubitable that should we
fall to prevent the dissemination of nuclear weapons to more and more countries,
the danger would grow incomparsbly greater.

This is why the Polish Governwent welcomed and supported the Declaration

on the preohibition of the use of nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons, sponsored by
a giroup of African and Asian States and adopted by the General Assembly, which
states that the use of nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons is contrary to the rules
of international law and to the spirit, letter and aims of the Charter of the
United Nations. The adoption of the "Declaration on the prohibition of the use of
nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons" by the overvhelming majority of Member States
of the United Nations was an impressive demonstration by the nations of the world
against the threat of a nuclear war.

| The Polish delegation to the sixteenth session of the United Nations General
Assenbly also supported the initiative of the Government of Ireland seeking "to
gecure the conclusion of an international agreement containing provisions under
which nuclear States would undertake to refrain from relinguishing control of
nuclear weapons and from transmitting the information necessary for their
manufacture to States not possessing such weapons and provisions under which States
not posgsessing nuclear weapons would undertake not to manufacture or otherwise
acquire control of such weapons' .
3. Ag it is known, the Polish delegation to the sixteenth session of the General
Assenbly voted in favour of resoluticn 1664 (XVI), sponsored by the Governments
of Sweden, Austria, Ceylon, Ethiopia, Libys, Sudan, Cambodia and Tunisia, whereby
the General Assewbly requests the 3ecretary-General to make an inquiry "as to the
conditions under which countries not possessing nuclesr weapons might be willing
- to enter into specific undertaking to refrain from manufacturing or otherwise
acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive, in the future, nuclear weapons in
their territories on behalf of any other country".

' It is wofth noting that as early as in 1960, at the fifteenth session of the
CGeneral Assemwbly, a number of proposals with the same aims in view were submitted
‘«Qn behalf of Poland in the statement made‘by Wladyslaw Gomulka, Head of the
Polish delegation.
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We proposed that the States possessing nuclear weapons refrain from raking
accessible or delivering thewm to other Jtates and from participating in the
preparation for the production of such weapons by other States, and that the States
not possessing nuclear weapons refrain from accepting them from other States and
do not initiate their manufacture or prepare for it, be it in their own territory
or in the territory of other states.

We also proposed that the States on whose territory there sre no installaticns
for missile and nuclear weapons refrain from their establishment znd do not permit
the introduction or establishment of foreign missile installations on their
territory.

L, Thus, the Polish proposals were in meny points concurrent with the present
Swedish proposal.

The difference between them seems to 1lie mainly in the attitude towards the
measures to be adopted to attain the desired goal.

While the Polish draft resolution submitted at the fifteenth session of the
General Assembly proposed the adoption of a decision involving certain prohibitions
and unconditional obligations, resolution 1664 (XVI) implies that the entering
into specific undertakings by the States in question might be made dependent upon
a number of conditions, the essence and contents of which are to be revealed
through the inquiry made by Secretariat General.

In the opinion of the Polish Government, one of the aims to be now pursued
by the United Nations is to prevent any increase in the number of nuclear Powers,.
to halt the arms race and to create the most favourable conditicns for
negotiating a treaty on general and complete disarmament; the Polish Government
believes that the sponsors of resolution 1664 (XVI) were prompted by the same
motives.

The proposal submitted by the Swedish Govermment seeks to bring togethexr
the greatest possible number of States linked by a common obligation to relinguish
nuclear weapons and to refrain from participating in the nuclear weapons race, &as
a result of which all the said States would acquire the status of "atom-free
zones" .

The Government of the Polish People's Republic would be willing to enter
into such an undertaking without any preliminary conditions. The only important
condition is that of reciprocity, particularly between the States vhose mutual

1]



DC/201/Add.2
English
Page 62

attituﬂe is essential for their security. The proposal in gquestion, however,
Tails to take into sufficient consideration the urgent need to establish zones
free of missile and nuclear weapons in those regions which, from the point of
view of waintaining the world peace and security, are the most vulnerable points
on the globe.

5. The concepts of world-wide and regional solutions of the problem must in no
event be opposed to each other. We are convinced that the actual requirements,
arising from the existing situation, ought to be the determining factor in this
case. We think that this is also the position of the sponsors of

resolution 1664 (XVI).

Nor must the implementation of the provisions of this resclution delay in any
way the carrying into effect of various regional settlements.

It was the concern for the consolidation of peace in Central Europe that
prompted Poland to propose that this zone be denuclearized. The proposal was
gubmitted on behalf of the Polish Government by Adam Rapacki, Minister for Foreign
Affairs, at the twelfth session of the General Assembly a few years ago. The
relevant paragraph of the Polish statement of 2 October 1957 reads:

" ... In the interest of Poland's security and of a defense in Europe,

having agreed on this initiative with the other members of the Warsaw Pact,

the Government of the Polish People's Republic declares that should the two

German States express their consent to impose a ban on the production and

gtockpiling of’atomic and thermo-nuclear weapons in their territories, the

Polish People's Republic is prepared simultaneously to impose a similar

ban on her territory".

The proposal was subseguently transmitted to the interested Powers through
‘official diplomatic channels in the Polish Memorandum dated 14 February 1958.

In November 1958, having taken into account the views voiced by certain
‘statesmen in the West who suggested that the Polish plan be carried out graduvally,
stage by stage, having also considered the reduction in conventional armed forces,
the Polish Govérnmeht presented a wmodified version of its proposal.

According to the Polish plan, in the first stage a ban would be intrcduced

on the manufacture of nuclear weapons in the territories of Poland, Czechoslovakia,
the German Democratic Republic and the German Federal Republic; States would enter

into an obligation to refrain from suppiylng nuclear weapons and corresponding
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installations to those armies within the proposed zone which do not possess
such weapons or installations.

The implementation of the second stage would be preceded by talks on the

appropriate reduction of conventional forces. Such a reduction would be effected
simultaneously with the complete denuclearization of the zone.

Measures for thorough cohtrol and inspection of the implementation of fheir
obligations by the parties concerned would be introduced in both stages.

The effectuation of these measures and the entering into specific
underfakings which would contain such obligations, are not made by the Polish
Government contingent on any preliminary conditions apart from the condition of
reciprocity on the part of States parties to such undertakings.

Let it be noted that the Governments of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
and of the German Democratic Republic have répeatedly declared their readiness
" to accept the obligations connected with the implementation of the concept of an
"atom-free zone" in Central Europe. Thus; the only prerequisite of its
realization is that the obligations referred to be accepted by the Government of
the German Federal Republic.

The Polish Government confirms all its previous proposals on the matter and
reiterates its declaration of 2 October 1957. The said declaration is alsoc a
reply to the essential Questions contained in the inquiry made by the Acting
Secretary-General in his letter dated 2 January 1962, in accordance with
resolution 1664 (XVI). '

While reiterating its previous proposals, the Polish Government is all in
favour of carrying into practice the plans of setting up atcm-free zones in other
parts of Europe. We endorse in full the proposals of the Government of the
Romanian People's Republic to create such a zone in the Balkans.

If analogous undértakings were also entered into in Northern Europe, the -
creation of an atom-free zone in Central Europe and the denuclearization of the
Balkans would result in turning the border line between the Warsaw Pact and NATO.
into a nuclear-free belt which might help toc decrease the danger of a war outbreak
in Europe, ease the tension and accelerate the realization of general and complete

disarmament.
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In the view of the Polish Government, the proposals to create atcm-free =zones
in other parts of the world are also noteworthy.

The Polish delegation to the sixteenth session of the Ceneral Assembly lent
its full support to the propcsal of the African States to consider and respect
the continent of Africa as a denuclearized zone and to refrain from using the
territory of Africa for testing, producing, storing or transporting nuclear
weapons.

Poland also supports the proposal of the Chinese People's Republic to create
a denuclearized zone in Asia and in the Pacific area.

There is no doubt that the carrying into effect of the concepts of atom-free
zones in Europe and in the other parts of the world which are of particular
political and military importance would soon spread out the idea of forming a
"non-nuclear club" and, hence, would fulfil the goals pursued in the proposal of

the Swedish Government.

(5igned) BOHDAN LEWANDOWSKI
Permanent Representative of Poland
to the United Nations
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35- ROMANTIA*

[Original text: French/
15 March 1962

In reply to your letter PO 134 of 2 January 1962, I have the honour to inform
you of the following: ‘
The Government of the Romanian People?s Republic is firmly convinced that

general and ccmplete disarmament - the‘paramount problem of the international
situation - is the surest means of realizing the peoples’ deepest aspirations and
of eliminating the danger of war, and tension and suspicion between States.

| The achievement of general and complete disarmement would fulfil the peoples?
aspirations for the start of a new era in international life, marked by the final
elimination of wars and by the development of peaceful relations and fruitful
co-operation among States.

In the Romanian Govermment's frequently expressed opinion, the most important
task incumbent upon States is to conclude a treaty of general and complete
disarmament as soon as possible. The solution found to this problem will decide,
in the last analysis, whether mankind is to experience the infinite suffering of
atomic war or is to be preserved from it.

The Romanian Peoplels Republic, for its part, has always championed general
and complete disarmsment, has always advocated the conclusion of the treaty of
general and complete disarmament proposed by the USSR, and has always made every
effort, both in the United Nations and in the Ten-Nation Disarmement Committee in
1960, towards the attainment of that goal.

At the current proceedings of the eighteen-nation Disarmament Committee, the
delegation of the Romanian People's Republic, acting in accordance with the
Romanian Government?s instructions, is determined to make its full contribution to
the joint efforts for the conclusion of the treaty of general and complete

disarmament.

* Also issued as document A/5107.
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Cempaigning actively for the achievement of general and complete dlsarmament
and the conclusion of an appropriate treaty, the Govermment of the Romanian
Peoplets Republic further congsiders that no effort should be spared for the
implementation of all other measures designed'to help reduce international tensidn
and strquthen confidence among States. The continuance of the armaments race,
and especially of the atomic weapons race, and an increase in the number of States .
possessing such weapons would create new obstacles to general and complete
disarmament and would poison international relations, contrary to the hopes of theﬁ
. peoples who wish to ensure lasting peace throughout the world. The adoption of
specific measures against the spread of nuclear weapons would undoubtedly restrict
the armaments race, facilitate the solution of the problem of general and complete
- disarmament as a Whole, and reduce the danger ef plunging mankind into the abyss

of a new war. | | |

In this respect agreenents at the reglonal level, including the establishment
of atom-free zones, would contribute greatly to the settlement of the disarmament
question and the elimination of the danger of a new war.

Believing that the Govermments of all States, regardless of their pblitical

 system, have a duty to contribute to the establishﬁent of an atmosphere of mutual
trust, the Romanian Government, taking as a basis its 1957 proposal regarding the
conclusion of an agreement between the States of the Balkan region, put.forWard in
_its statement of 7 June 1959 its views concersing the need to transform the South-
Eastern region of Europe into an atomic-weapon-free zone.

In view of the world-wide importance of such‘agreements y the Romanian
Govermment proposed that the General Assembly should consider at its fifteenth
session an agenda item entitled "Action on the regional level with a view to
improving good neighbourly relations between European States having different
social and political systems .

As Gheorge Gheorghiu-Dej, Chalrman of the Romanian delegation to the
fifteenth session of the United Nations General Assembly, stated:

"We put forward our proposals with the conviction that the Balkan
region could be turned into a zone of peace, free of atomic weapons, of
rocket launching pads and of foreigh military bases. This would correspond
in the highest degree to the fundamental interests of the peoples of the

Balkan countries. Its 1mportance would extend far beyond the limits of -
that geographlcal area.'
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ThelGovernments of certain countries of that region having repeetedly_‘
declared their willingness to contribute to the establishment of such a’zone:in »
~ Bouth-East Europe,‘the-translation of this idea intoAfact depends on the aecord”‘
of the other_States.of the region which would have to partidipate in such an
s agreement - o o | N ‘ .
| _The Romanian TPeople®s Republic supported and contlnues to support the
e _proposals of the Polish: Government to establlsh an atom-free zone in the centre of - o
Europe and conslders thdt the adoptlon of 51mllar measures in other regions of the
_World would contrlbute apprec1ably to the strengthenlng of 1nternatlonal securlty
and the malntenance of peace. ' ‘ '

. The adoption by the United Nations General Assembly of its . »
_resolution 1664 (XVI) and of the resolution concerning the transformatlon of the
- continent of Afrlca 1nto a zone free of atomlc weapons constltutes 1mp11c1t
recognition of. the 1mportance of such measures. '

_ With regard to resolution 1664 (XVI), it is well known that the delegatlon :
of the Rcmanian People s Republlc.voted with most of the delegations of States
. Members of the United'Nations in‘favour of the'proposal’of the Governments‘of

'Sweden, Cambodia, Ceylon, Ethlopla, leya and Sudan - co- sponsors .of the

. resolutlon of L December 1961 regardlng the condltlons under which States mlght

enter into approprlate undertaklngs to refrain from manufacturlng or otherwise
:acqulrlng atomlc Weapons and to refuse to receive, in the future, in thelr own -
'] terrltory such weapons belonglng to other States. _ ' N

‘ Obv1ously, the prov1slons of the sald resolutlon cannot be 1mplemented unless -
all States Members of the United Nations - JncJudJng the pr1n01pal NATO Povers and
“the other States which voted against the resolutlon - solemnly undertake to prevent

 the-d1ssem1nat1on of nuclear weapons and take approprlate measures to that end.

(signed) Corneliu MANESCU .
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
- Romanian People's Republic
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36. SIERRA LEONE

/Original text: English]
6 March 1962

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter PO 134 of
2 January transmitting the Text of resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the
General Assembly. '
2. I am directed by the Right Honourable The Prime Minister and Minister of
Defence to inform you that the Governmént of Sierra Leone is prepared, at any
time, to Jjoin with other peace-loving countries in undertaking to refrain from

manufacturing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weapons and in refusing to receive

nuclear weapons in its territory.

(3igned) JOHN KAREFA-SMART
Minister of External Affairs
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37. SWEDEN

[Original text: English/
16 February 1962

In your letter of 2 January 1962, you have expressed your wish to receive,
in accordance with resolution 1664 (XVI) adopted by the General Assembly on
L December 1961, the views of the Swedish Government as to the conditions under
which it might be willing to enter into specific undértakings to refrain from
manufacturing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weapons and to refuse to receive.
in the future such weapons on its territory on behalf of any other country.
With reference to this communicétion, I wish to state as follows the position
of the Swedish Government in this matter:

The Swedish Covermnment is of the opinion that it would be an important
contribution to the relaxation of tension if intermational agreements could be
reached on balanced and gradual disarmement in respect of nuclear weapons as
part of the efforts to achieve general disarmament under necessary control.

It seems as if the Powers participating in the Geneva negotiations for the
discontinuance of nuclear weapons tests have shared this opinion. While the
result so far attained in the negotiations on general disarmament, i.e. the
Jjoint American-Soviet declaration of 20 September 1961, is of a preliminary
and strictly limited nature, there has been, at a certain stage of the
negotiations, a considerable measure of agreement on the text of a convention
on the discontinuance of tests. One bf the reasons for this is obviously that
the nuclear Powers regard such a convention as an obstacle to the spreading of
nuclear weapons to countries which do not now produce them. The general
support for the idea of a ban on tests shows that the States Members of the
United Nations so far possessing no nuclear weapons seem in principle to have
accepted not to undertake any tests of their own.

The ultimete goal should obviously be to free the whole world from nuclear
weapons. The Swedish Government would with the greatest satisfaction welcome
a universal agreement which would effectively ban nuclear weapons and preveht

their manufacture, stockpiling and use.

[one



DC/201/Add. 2
English
Page 70

Even though the goal is a distant one, we should already now be able to
B take certain steps on the road leading to that goal. Such a step woqu be . _

‘lto create zones free from nuclear weapons by means of undertakings on the part S
of the countries concerned and by means of agreements between them. Sueh zones
ecould be of great importance as a contribution to a political detente |
particularly if they were to cover wide contiguous areas and comprise Powers

who dispose of strong military forces but who do not possessvnuclear weapons

of their own. Naturally, agreements on zones free from nuclear weapons must,
",like other measures in the field of disarmament, be conStructed 5o that they

do not give any State or group of States-a unilateral military‘advantage and

: that the military balance is- thus preserved.

The resolution adopted by “the General Assembly is- based on the assumption
dthat for the time being only certain States will be prepared to make declarations
or enter‘into egreements of the kind here envisaged“ At the same time, however,’

the number of votes by which the resolution was adopted seems to indicate

that the majority of all United Nations Member States take in prinCiple a pos1tive
attitude towards the resolution, even if several of the delegations made
"'reservations for the contents of the answers which their Governments in due
course ‘would give to the inquiry of the Secretary-General v

Ihe answers by these States on the conditions of various kinds which they
wish to lay down for their- Willingness to undertake commitments in respect of
“the production, 1mportation and stockpiling of nuclear weapons on behalf of
.some other State are now awaited with great interest.

As ‘to the Swedish attitude to the resolution, the Swedish‘Government'wishes
to express its willingness to make Sweden - providednsatisfactory agreements
can be reached between the Governments concerned‘— part of a nuelearefree.
zone in Europe of the greatest possible extension, comprising States in ‘
Central and Northern Europe which do not possess atomic weapons of their own.

In case no agreement on the creation of such a zone free of nuclear
weapons has been reached before the end of 1965, the Swedish Government w1shes
to reserve its right to consider the matter anew in the light of the

. Circumstances then prevalling

Je
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As to the conditions which the States councerued may‘want to lay doWn for
‘3their participation in an agreement of this kind, the Swedish Governmert warrts o
first of all to state that it sees no reason to lay down special conditions in |
‘respect of any particular one of the commitments envisaged in the resolution,
thus in respect of production, importation or stockpiling of nuclear weapons
respectively. The Swedish Government wishes, however, to declare that,
~ inasmuch as the idea of zones free of nuclear weapons has not so far been tested
in practice it would be reasonable that a first agreement to this end be ‘
concluded for a certain period of time, say five years from the signature of the:
agreenent. | ‘ - |
| The Swedish Government has carefully considered the guestion whether the
agreement which may be reached between a group of States bn the ¢reation of a
non-nuclear zone should be supplemented by, or made dependent on, cormitments
on the part of the nuclear Powers. ‘
1t seems cbvious that those States which in the interest of peace are
willing to assume obligations for the establishment of a non-nuclear zone, should
have the right to expect co-operation on the part of the nuclear Powers} Thus
the nuclear Powers would be expected, either separately or by agréement, to
declere themselves willing to resﬁecﬁ the agreements vhich may be concluded, and
to refrain from all measures which would be contrary tb these agreements. .
They might, for instance, underteke not to export nuclear weapons to the countries
concérned, not to supply technical information or equipment for the production |
Qf nuelear weapons and, possibly after an appropriate transitional peribd,
not to stockpile nuclear weapons on the territories of such countries and_not‘-'
to equip their armed forces stationed in these countries with nuclear weapons. '
Furthermore, it may be questioned whether the States which intend to form
a zone free from nuclear weapons should demand thét the nuclear Powers on their
,part give at the same time a contribution to the status quo in respect of
' nuclear armaments - and in so doing also a contribution to a relaxation of
tension - by refraining from further testing of nuclear weapons and by enteriﬁg'
‘into agreements to that effect. In the 6pinion of the Swedish Government, such
8 demand is well justified. At the same time it should be borne in mind that this
condition must not be set forth in such a form as to make‘it possible for one
"”single nuclear Power, by refusing to enter into an agreement on the diséontinuéhce
of nuclear weapons tests, to prevent‘all efforts to reach agreement on the

...

establishment Qf nuclear~-free zones.
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In this situation, the Swedish Government considers, on balance, that the
‘agreements that may be negotiated on the establishment of zones free of nuclear
weapons should be made conditional upon an agreement between the nuclear Powers on
the discontinuance of the tests, It is obvious that the agreements on nuclear-free
zones can not be expected to last, nor, even less, to be renewed if the nuclear
weapons tests should be resumed while the agreements are still in force.

Finally, the nuclear Powers might possibly be required to undertake - if war
should come - not to subject the States members of a nuclear-free zohe to nuclear
attack. This type of agreement would obviously be desirable and important., The
Swedish CGovernment does not, however, for its part wish to lay down any
requirements of this kind as a condition of its participation in the establishment
of a nuclear-free zone in Europe. One of the reasons for this attitude is that
the establishment of such a zone even without any guaranfees of the kind mentioned
can be expected to be a contribution to the relaxation of tension,

In accprdance'with the opinion expressed above, the Swedish Government
congiders that agreements on zones free of nuclear weapons, which are not
'supplemented by guarantees on the part of the nuclear Powers against the use of
nuclear weapons, should be terminabie with immediate effect in case of a war in
Wbich a nuclear Power is involved or in case of the threat of such a war.

The Swedish Government finally wants to express the opinion that some form of
mutual control should be established to ensure that the provision of any
agreements on nuclear-free zones are observed. This matter, which becomes
particularly important should a zone free from nuclear weapons comprise Powers
members of different military alliances, ought to be the object of special

investigations.

(8igned) Osten UNDEN
Minister for Foreign Affairs
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38. TANGANYIKA

/Original text: English
10 February 1962

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter PO 134 of
2 January 1962, forwarding the text of resolution No. 1664 (XVI) adopted by
thelGeneral Assembly at the 1070th meeting on 4 December 1961.
T am to inform you that the Government of Tanganyika has noted the
fourth preambular paragraph and the first operative paragraph of this resolution,
and to say that the views of the Government are as follows:
(1) The Government of Tanganyika would be prepared to give an undertaking -
to refrain from menufacturing or acquiring nuclear weapons.
(ii) While in present circumstances therée is no likelihood in the
foreseeable future cof Tanganyika receiving atomic weapons on behslf
of any other country, the Government could not give an unconditional
undertaking that this situation would always exist and that any
lcondition now stipulated could vary in the light of constantly changing
world conditions.

(Signed) for PERMANENT SECRETARY
External Affairs and Defence -
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'39. TURKEY

[original text: English/
21 March 1962

With reference to your letter of 2 January 1962, in which you asked me
t6 give the Turkish Government's views concerning the General Assembly
resolution 1664 (XVI), I have the following to state.

Turkey is in favour of a genefal, balanced and complete disarmament under
effective international control, to be implemented in successive stages. The i
Tﬁrkish GOVernmentlbelieves that a general and cdmplete disarmament programme
should ‘cover both conventional'and ﬁuclear-weapons and that such a programme
shouldybe designed to eliminate the possibility of an advantage to be obtained
by one party at the detriment of another during any phase of its implementation.

A far as the inquiry containéd in the General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI)
‘is7concerned) in the opinion of the Turkish Government unilateral commitments by ‘
countries not possessing nuclear weapons to refrain from manufacturing ori
otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse £o‘feceive, in the future, nuclear
weapons in their territories on behalf of any other country,yare not by themsel?es
of & nature to contribute to the establishment of security and confidence
in the international atmosphere. Furthermore, such unilateral commitments will

' nbt be in line with the principle of a balanced, general and complete disarmament
under effective international control. On the contrary, undertakings of this
nature may create a false sense of security and therefore indirectly hampef
nev progress in the generél disarmamént negotiations to which we attach gréat
importance, | '

 On the other hand, as the unilateral system of partial measures envisaged
in the General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI) is devoid of any objective criterion
ensuring baiance and security in the defensive set-up of nations, such a éystem

‘is“éonsidered by my Government as being incompatible with the inherent right of
individual and collective self-defence which has been recognized to all nations

by the Charter of the United Nations.

[ees
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’tIn stating the‘VieWS of the Turkish. Government:on the inquiry\eontained‘
in your letter of 2 January 1962 I wish to relterate that rnurkey ardently
de51res the achievement of a balanced, general and complete dlsarmament under
effective 1nternatlonal control and that my Government will continue to

co-operate in good faith for the attainment of this ritalvdbjectiVe.-

(Signed) TURGUT MENEMENCICGLU
‘Permanent Representatlve of Turkey :
to the Unlted Natlcns
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ho. UKRAINIAN SSR*

JOriginal text: Russian/

In reply to your letter No. PO 134 of 2 January 1962, asking for the views
of the Government of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic concerning the
possibility of putting into effect General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI), which
requeéts an inquiry into the conditions under which countries not possessing
nuclear weapons might be willing to enter into undertakings to refrain from
manufacturing or acquiring such weapons and to refuse to receive them in their
territories, I have the honour to state the following.

The Ukrainian Government considers that the main task, which must be
undertaken without delay, is the conclusion of a treaty on general and complete
dissrmament. At the same time, there might be a certain sdvantage in carrying
out measures vhich would help to achieve that end by contributing to a reduction
in international tension and to the establishment of trust between States. The
kaaine has always consistently opposed the use of any kind of weapon of mass
destruction and urged that atomic and hydrogen weapons be unconditionally
prohibited, that production of them should cease and that all stockpiles should
be destroyed. Accordingly, the Ukrainian delegation at the sixteenth session of

the General Assembly, acting on the instructions of its Governmeﬁt, adopted a
favourable attitude towards the proposal, put forward by the Swedish Minister for
Foreign Affairs, thaf countries not possessing nuclear weapons should refrain from
manufacturing or acquiring them and should refuse to recelve such weapons in their
territory on behalf of any other country. The Ukraine voted for General Assembly
resolution 166k (XVI) approving the Swedish Government's proposal. The attitude
of the Govermment of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic to the proposal

that countries not possessing nuclear weapons should enter into specific
undertakings to refrain from manﬁfacturing or acquiring such weapons and to refuse

to receive them in their territories remains unchanged, and the Government

*. Cable dated 15 March 1962 from the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Ukrainian SSR addressed to the Acting Secretary-General, United Nations.

[eo
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considers that this would be an important step towards preventing the further
spread of weapons of mass destruction. If more and more States manufacture
nuclear weapons or acquire them from other countries, this will create further
difficulties for the reaching of an agreement on the prohibition and destruction
of atomic and hydrogen weapons and an agreement on general and complete
disarmament. Hence the measures envisaged in General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI)
of 4 December 1961, by helping to limit the number of countries possessing nuclear
weapons, might constitute a positive contribution towards eliminating the threat
of a nuclear and rocket war and towards solving the problem of general and
complete disarmament. The Government of Ukraine also considers it necessary to
state that, for its part, it welcomes and supports the Soviet Government's
proposal - contained in a letter dated 10 Maréh 1962 sent to you by

Mr. A.A. Gromyko, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the USSR - that the Soviet
Union, thé United States, the United Kingdom and France should enter into an
undertaking not to deliver nuclear weapons or information concérning thelr
manufacture to other countries. It would also help to prevent an increase in the
number of nuclear Powers - which is the aim of General Assembly

resolution 1664 (XVI) - if certain geographical areas were recognized
internationally as zones in which atomic and hydrogen weapons were not to be
manufactured or kept. The General Assembly made a good start in that direction
with its adoption of resclution 1652 (XVI) declaring the whole of Africa a
denuclearized zone. The Ukraine gave full and unconditional support to that
resolution. The establishment of nuclear-free zones in certain parts of the
world, and particularly where international tension is greatest, Would help to
reduce such tension, would lessen the danger of armed conflict and would open

the way to improved relations between States, both within those regions and |
outside them. In this connexion, particular importance and value attaches to the
proposal by the Polish People's Republic, supported by the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic ahd the German Democratic Republic, for a zone, free of nuclear

weapons, in Central Europe - a region where the still smouldering embers of the
last war threaten to become the cause of a new military conflict. The Ukrainilan
State, which made enormous sacrifices in both world wars in the struggle against

aggression by German militarism, has an exceptional interest in the establishment
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of a nuclear-free zone,in Central Europe and fully supports the proposalhput
forvard by the Polish People's Republic. There canAbeﬁno'doubt,'either,'that .
1t would help to eliminate the dangerous development of international. tension if
“the proposal made by the Pe0ple's Republic of China'for a nuclear-free zone'in
‘Ethe Far East and 1n the bas1n of ‘the Pacific. Ocean were ‘put into effect. The
«'cplans for establlshlng nuclear—free zones in the Balkans, in the Near. and Mlddle
East and in cértain other parts of the world are also calculated to 1mprove the
-1nternatlonal situation. It is common knowledge that at the sixteenth session
ﬁof the General Assembly a group of countries belonglng to the NATO mllitary bloc,
‘ Alncludlng the United States, the United Kingdom and France, voted agalnst
. resolution 166M (XVI), and abstained on resolution 1652 (XVI), which declared
Afrlca a nuclear—free zone. The fact that the leading countrles in NATO adopted
'such p031t10n cannot but arouse mlaglvlngs. . If General Aasembly resolutions
de81gned to reduce the danger of -atomic war afe to be put into effect successfully,
all States Menmbers of the Organization must make their contrlbutlon to the
“fexecutlon of these dec151ons. The Government of the Ukralnlan Soviet Socialist
Republlc, profoundly conv1nced of the need, for the earllest p0551ble reachlng
of an agreement on general and complete disarmament, Wlll do all 1n 1ts power to x

' help settle this most 1mportant questlon of modern t1mes.

(Signed) L. PALAMARCHUK
Minister for Foreign Affalrs
" of ‘the Ukrainien SSR
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41. UNION OF SOVIET SOCTALIST REPUELIGS*

[Original text: Ruseia§7
10 March 1962

. With reference to your letter of 2 January 1962, in which you asked me to .
‘glve the Soviet Government's views concerning the p0551b111ty of giving effect.
to the United Natlons General Assembly g resolution relatlng to an inguiry into
4 the conditlons under which States not posse851ng nuclear weapons might enter 1nto
‘undertaklngs to refrain from menufacturing or acquiring such weapons and from
siting them in their~territory,.I nave the following to state.

The Soviet\Uhion, which regards the conclusion of an agreement on general
and ccmplete disarmament as the principal task confronting States at the present
time, is at the same time in favour of the implementation of measures which would
helb to lessen international tension, bring about increased confidence among
aStates and thereby contribute to the‘apeedy solution of the‘problem of general
and complete disarmament. On 26 September 1961 the'Soviet Government submitted
for consideration at the sixteenth sessiorn of the United Nations General Assembly
a special memorandum in which it proposed a seriesg cf measures designed to
cleanse internaticnal relations from the accumulated effects of the "cold war"
and to 1ncrease confidence among States. The Soviet Government is, at the same
time, ready to con51der any constructive proposals of other States, too, directed
towards the same goal. i

The Soviet Union is firml& opposed to the use of atomic and hydrogen weapona,
and ever since they first appeared has called resolutely for the prohibition and
the cessation of the manufacture of these weapons of mass destruction of peoples,
and the elimination of all stockpiles of such weapons, It was precisely this
attitude which detérmined the Sov1et Government s approach to the proposal made
at the sixteenth session of the United Nations General Assembly by Mr. Unden,
‘the Swedlsh Minister for Foreign Affairs, that States which did not possess
nuclear weapons. should declare that they would not participate in nuclear armament ,

that they did not themselves 1utend to manufacture nuclear weapons and that they

* Also issued as document A/5103,
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would not permit nuclear weapons to be kept in their territory either for
themselves or for any other State. In a letter to Mr. Erlander, the Prime
Minister of Sweden, Mr. Khrushchev, the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of
the USSR, noted the positive significance of this proposal by the Government of
Sweden, The Soviet Union supported the resolution adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly approving the Swedlsh proposal.

The Soviet Government wishes to reaffirm that it considers it important, in
“order to prevent the further spread of nuclear weapons, that an agreement should
be concluded between States whereby countries not possessing nuclear weapons
should enter into an undertaking not to manufacture such weapons, not to acquire
them from Powers who do possess them, and not to permit them to be sited in
their territory., The Soviet Union, for its part, is ready to enter into an
undertaking not to deliver nuclear weapons or information concerning their
manufacture to other countries, if the United States, the United Kingdom and
I'rance will enter into identical undertakings. The Soviet Government considers
that there 1s no justification for postponing the conclusion of such an agreement,

The cause of peace and of removing the threat of nuclear warfare can only |
benefit if measures are taken against the further spread of nuclear weapons -
the objective proposed in the resolution of 4 December 1961. The greater the
number of countries possessing nuclear weapons - whether these weapons are
acquired by new States or whether they are made available to one or another
military bloc as a whole - the more difficult it will be to carry out the
measures needed for the complete prohibition and destruction of these weapons of
mass destruction, and to find a solution to the entire problem of general and
complete disarmement, Any wldening of the circle of such countries will set up
new obstacles on the road to disarmament and will greatly increase the danger of
mankind's slipping into the abyss of a nuclear war. ‘

The Soviet Government feels it necessary to point out to States Members of
the United Nations that the further spread of nuclear weapons could be prevented
by agreeing that sucﬁ weapons of mass destruction should not be produced or sited ‘
in specified geographical areas. Such an agreement wouid be fully in accordance

with the provisions of the General Assembly's resolution of 4 December 1961.

i/'.‘..
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It is well known that the idea of establishing atom-free zones in various
parts of the world has wide support. This support found expression in the
well-known resolution, adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at its
sixteenth session and warmly supported by the Soviet Unlon, providing that the
entire African continent should be made a denuclearized zone,

The Soviet Government acsociates itself with the United Nationz appeal
to all States to refrain from using the territory, territorial waters or air
space of Africa for testing, storing or transporting nueclear weapons. The
Soviet Govermment fully supports the decision that Africa should be made a
denuclearized zone, and calls upon all other States, and particularly upon the
Powers possesging nuclear weapons, to comply with that decision.

To declare the African continent a denuclearized zone would be a good start
towards the establishment of such zones in various parts of the world. There
exists, for example, a proposal by the Government of the Polish People's Republie,
supported by the Governments of Czechoslovakia and the German Democratic Republic,
that an atom-free zone should be created in Central Furope, the part of the
world where the greatest tension prevails. It need hardly be stressed that
the implementation of such a measure would be a valuable contribution to the
normalization of the general situation not only in Burope but in other areas of
the world, and would do much to remove the threat of war.

Another well-known proposal is that of the People's Republic of China for
the establishment of an atom-free zone in the Far East and the Pacific Ocean.
Similar plans have been put forward for the Near and Middle East, the Balkans and
the Adriatic, and for other parts of the world.

The emergence of zones free from nuclear weapons would reduce the likelihood
of the outbreak of military conflicts and would facilitate the establishment of
an atmosphere of trust in relations between States. The Soviet Union accordingly
feels it a duty to give every possible support to the practical realization of
these proposals. ‘

Now that the United Nations General Agsembly has adopted decisions aimed at
setting up the first barriers against the danger of the outbreak of atomic war,

it is the duty of all States sincerely desirous of eliminating for ever the threat
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of such a war to do everything in thelr power to ensure that those decisions
are carrled out. In that comnexion, the position taken by the States members
of the NATO military bloc, i.e., the United States, the United Kingdom and France,
gives rise to some concern. It is known that in the General Assembly they
opposed the resolution concerning the obligaticn of States not possessing nuclear
weapons to refrain from menufacturing or acquiring such weapons or siting them
in their territory. They likewise withheld their support from the resolution
providing for Africa to be declared a denuclearized Zone.

The Soviet Union, for its own part, will continue to do everything, as
it has in the past, to promote the implementation of measures aimed at the
establishment of favourable conditions for the practical solution of the major
problem of our times - general and complete disarmament under strict international
control.

(Signed) A. GROMYKO

Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the USSR
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Lz. UNITED KINGDOM

/Original text: English/
9 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter PO 134 of 2 January transmitting
the text of resolution 166L (XVI) dated 4 December 1961, by the General Assembly
and tc transmit to you the views of Her Majesty's Government.

It appears to Her Majesty's Government that it is for those Governments
not possessing nuclear weapons tc decide on the conditions under which they
might give the undertakings suggested in the fourth preambular paragraph of
resolution 1664. Her Majesty's Government do possess such weapons and no
guestion therefore arises under this resolution of their giving such undertakings.

As for operative paragraph 3 of the resclution, the attitude of Her
Majesty's Government, when the matter is discussed in the Disarmament Commission,
or should it be raised in the Eighteen-Nation Conference on Disarmament,
will be governed by the following:

(a) their view that Restrictions on the freedom of govermments to

deploy, or to accept the deployment on thelr territories of, nuclear

wegpons could only be accepted if they formed part of measures for

general and ccomplete disarmament which would adequately safeguard the

security of the States concerned.

(b) their support of General Assembly resclution 1665 of 4 December 1961,

about means to prevent an incyease in the number of Governments posseésing

thelr owﬁ nuclear weapons.

(¢) their comviction that further nuclear tests can be prevented if all

those concerned will enter into fruitful negotistions to end such tests

under effective internstional control.

(5igned) C.T. (ECWE
United Kingdom Mission to the United Nations
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43, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

[Original text: English/
12 March 1962

‘T have the honour to ackuncwledge the receipt of your note of 2 January in
which, pursuant to General Assembly resclution 1664 (XVI), you request the views
of my Government "as‘to the conditions under which countries not possessing nuclear
weapons might be willing te enter into specific undertakings to refrain from
manufacturing or otherwise acquiring such weapons and to refuse to‘receive in the
future nuclear weapons on their territories on behalf of any other country".

The United States attaches great importance to this matter and desires that
‘an early solution be achieved to this as well as other important aspects of ‘
disarmement. Its views on the manner in which the problem of proliferation of
nuclear weapons must be solved have been set forth by the representative of the
United States to the United Nations during the General Assembly debates on this
\prdblem. Nevertheless, I welcome this additional opportunity to reiterate these
views. ‘

With regard to the position of the United States, the guestion of
dissemination of nuclear weapons appears to Tall logically into two categories:
(1) the manufacture or acguisition of ownership of muclear weapons, and (2) the
deployment of nuclear weapons. With respect to the manufacture or ownership of
nuclear weapons, the concern of my Goverrment to prevent the proliferation of
such weapons has been made clear by its actions. BRBoth United States legislation
"and policy severely limit United States transfer of weapons information to other
countries; United States policy opposes the devélopment of national nuclear
weapons capability by any additional nation. United States legislation precludes
transfer of ownership or control of such weapons to other States. This legislation
has been a keystone in the nuclear weapcns policy of the United States.

The concern of my Government with the problem of proliferation of nuclear
weapons is also reflected in the far-reaching disarmement proposal which it put
- forward on 25 September 1961, in the sixteenth General Assembly. That proposal
in its Stage I provides, inter alia, that "States owning nuclear weapons shall not

~relinduish control of such weapons to any nation not owning them and shall not

N
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transmit to any nation information or material necessary for their manufacture'.

It further brovides that "States not owning nuclear weapons shall not manufacture
such weapons, attempt to obtain control of such weapons belonging to other States,
or seek or receive information or materials necessary for their manufacture". In
the sixteenth General Assembly, the Government of Ireland proposed a resolution |
(1665 (XVI)), the substance of which was in consonance with the similar proposals
contained in the United States proposal of 25 September. C(onsequently, the .United
States gave its full support to that constructive effort to deal with the problem

and joined other delegations in passing this resolution by a unanimous vote.

On the second aspect of General Assembly resolution 1664 (XV1), i.e., location . .

of nuclear weapons, for reasons that are well understood the defence system of the
United States and of its allies includes both conventional and nuclear weapons,
which exist to support the right of individual and collective self—defénce, a
right recognized by the Charter of the United Nations. Both the United States and
its allies have chosen these arrangements recognizing that nuclear weapons are a
necessary deterrent to a potential aggressor who is armed with such weapons énd
openly threatens the free world.

It ig the firm belief of the United States that the only sure way to remove
nuclear weapons, wherever located, from national defence establishments is through
realization of a programme of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control. Although this country cammot speak for other States, it is.
the opinion of the United States that, in the present world situation, nations
would be willing to accept those specific undertsakings which would involve giving
up vital elements of their security arrangements only after they can be sure their‘
security is adequately guaranteed by effective disarmament and peace - keeping ‘j
measures. _

This problem was carefully considered by my Government in drafting the broad
disarmament proposals it advanced on 25 September. My Government coﬁsiders it
appropriate that the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee, endorsed by the General’
Assembly in its resolution 1722 (XVI), take under consideration the questions
raised by General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI). The resolution put forwérd.By
the Government of Sweden was adoptéd by the General Assembly prior to the formation

. of the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee. (onsonant with its views that all
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of the problems specified in General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI) can only be
finally resoclved in the context of general and complete disarmément with adequate
control, the United States Government believes that these matters are appropriate
for the Disarmament Commitfee to consider. That Committee is charged with
negotlating a balanced disaymament agreement in keeping with the unanimous
reccmmendation of the Ceneral Assembly that such negotiations be based on the
Joint Statement of Agreed Principles for Disarmament Negotiationg of
20 September 1961 (document A/4879).

May I assure you of the continued co-operation of the United States Government
in those areag of endeavour which will lessen the threat to mankind of nuclear
‘destruction. It is fervently hoped that real progress can soon be made toward the

attaimment of peace in a disarmed world.

(signed) George W. BALL
Acting Secretary of State
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4. YUGOSLAVIA

/[Original text: English/ -
26 March 1962

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 2 January 1962 relating to
General Assembly resolution 1664 (XVI).

As Your Excellency is no doubt aware, the Yugoslav Govermment, while
resolutely pursuing the goal of general and complete disarmament, has conslstently
favoured the adoption of such initial and partial measures in the field of
disarmament as Wbuld ease international tensions and both create more propitious
conditions for, and actually usher in, a process leading to general and complete
disarmement. It may be recalled that Yugoslaﬁia has, for her part, made certain
suggestions in this regard to the Disarmament Commission of the United Nations
in 1956, as well as to successive sessions of the General Agsenmbly.

The Yugoslav Govermment has, in accordance with this general attitude, lent |
1ts support to the various proposals to establish atom-free zones in various
areas of the world. More'especially in those areas where, as in Centrai Europe,
the two major military alignments are in direct contact or also in areas which
it is essential, above all in the interests of the nations concerned? to keep
freé from involvement in any aspect of the arus race or of great power rivalries.
We have also viewed with favour provosals tending to prevent the further spread
of nuclear WeaponéJ as we Telt that such measures would help obviate the danger
of what would in fact amount to an expansion and aggravation of the exigsting
nuclear armament's race. We consider that these and other similar proposals
should be given close attention by the Disarmament Committee now meeting in
Geneva. ’

It is for the same basic reasonslthat the Yugorlav Delegation at the
sixteenth session of the General Assembly supported resolution 1664 (XVI),
initiated by the Delegation of Sweden the purpose of which was "to halt further
nuclear weapons tests and prevent the further spread of nuclear weapons'. With
regard to this resolution, I am now in a position to state, on behalf of the
Govermment of the F.P.R. of Yugoslavia, that it is prepared to give favourable

consideration to the possibility of entering into a specific undertaking to.



DC/201/Add.2
English
Page 88

"refrain from manufacturing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weapons and to refuse
to receive such weapons in its territory on behalf of any other country®, provided,
naturally, that such an undertaling forms part of a general agreement. It should
| be emphasized, at the same time, that such an undertaking to have any lasting
and substantial meaning should apply not merely to the countries envisaged in
the resolution but should be extended also to those countries on whose ﬁerritories
nuclear weapons and launching facilities are already located. It is, of course,
our understanding that corresponding commitments will be entered into by the
nuclear Powers.

I need hardly add that, in supporting the idea of establishing whalt is now
- commonly known as & "non-nuelear” club, our purpose is in no way to countenance
the present nuclear club or to condone the perpetuation of the existing monopoly
of nuclear weapons, but on the contrary to help launch a process the early effect
of which should he to denuclearize the nuclear Powers themselves through general

and complete disarmament.

(8igned) Koca POPOVIC
State Secretary of Foreign Affairs





