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Draft Agreement on the Non­Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

Thls paper reviews currentworld interest in a posJdble non­proUferaUon
treaty. It assesses the receptivity to sucha treatyof those countries whioh either
possess nuclear weapons or haye theinterest in acquirinl them orthe capabUlty
of coustructmg them.

lNTRODUCDONAND ABST.R.A.CT

The basic assumpUonof this paper Is that theUl and USSR have agreedon the

text of a draft non... proUferation treat;yto which they would UJ1Je allother governments

to accede. Without going into textual detaU.s, the treaty. in Us seneral terms. would

require both a promise by aU existing nuclear powers not to transfer any of their

miUtary­nuclear know­nowor weapons to any non­nuclearOOU11tryand a pledge by the

uon­D.ltclear states not to acquirenuclear w$apODS, either by transferfrom a nuclear

power or by domestic producUon. No ass­umpUon is made about the procedures

adopted by the TJSand USSR to mdttce the cooperation and participation of other countries

in this endeavor.

Admittedly. it is highly questionable and uaUke1y, at present, to assume US'"

Soviet co­sporlSOrship of a draft treaty. In part, tbls 15 because the US1n81sts that

thetreaty terms should not outlawnew national nuclear capabiliUes. but not joint
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tu 8uclear ,owers of Westen Europe tn"e the tTnltAed It••den _d lraDce ..
'1'he pHMntly noa­euclear w.stem Europe. ed NOl:th American countrie. con­
sidered 1adepe••utly capabl., t" ._ry1"1 dean••• of ""Ioia, fluel.ar". inelude
the '.deral __ peUe of Get'IBADY. hede1l, Italy. _d egad... Switzerland baa
1!JHn "portH to hue 'hOW'll inter•• t 1ft tM po,.ibi lit}' ef .",11111.o.g \'lucIe.r
veepftS tt, ,arcllue f:rom abroad or through joint prolt'ams with otM1' countl'ie...

WeheU..... tbat if tH US ad the USS" agl,utd to eo­spasor a Duelear
noa.... dl... mlutlon. ~ubitlon t1'8at,. proposal of ~.d draft text, the
attl tud.. .f the J:owatries aDd the decitd... they would uke M to
whether to ac:I'Mu. wMld ••• fOUOWfU

p!.. The Utl1ted Kt~lId_ bas lema bee actively inteust.d in the ,"votta
.f further D.1Iclear proUferatt_, and has,"dtlced it. GW1l draft treatitus ad
Mel&Tatt._ fo't use 1. aetotlati..._ lOthb efta. (A 1MW Ih:lttah aoo­proUfew",""
ati_ kaftw_ ely reuntly put lOIVard to .orne of the Western &OYemmeats ..)
The UK.eM M expected to support ., noa­pnUferatien propeaala that are not
"edly propqad18tic or ia __ way dlacrilft1al1tory 1ft favor of the eommullist
cCNBtrle.. the Jrttlsh would ,rebAbly aot be f••• y ahout the ,eUtical
l.,Ue&tions of adAeNl\ce..,. such pot.utal a1p.tori.a as lut Gel:1J\M,. '!'he
UJ{ would hope to ,ill:rticipate 1a 8fty initial tlS­tJSSJt dhcunloo8" 11 prlAdpal
f..­ tbeMts.c. nt thi. ""lel not be• pree.oaditt_ of lu .. support of th.e
trea:ty ,1an. The Ui. would Mud uxllJRtJm efforts to aftcourap the US to keep
...,1113. _d wald .leo e.rt It..lf atroutt., to dne u"support elsewhere. the
IriU.h will continue in t~ future to show ecmee.m owe _, proposed NA'fO
.u_~ts tbat 1Jd.sht threaten to maleeachin.ment of a aOft­prol!ferat1ou
agree.at _1'.di.fficult.

~r..... ~eh .ff1e1als from de Gaulle Oft dowu. h..... stated that FrMlo
follow_ .. ,o11q of llcm­dlsse1ldnatlcm, »ut t'he 'pad" ••'net NU.••a tnat the
"r.. :utt ofa fts:m­di•• emt.atlOl1 pol!Q hy the n.clea1' I>wen will preveat PI'D­
Uf.~at1_t 1Ihleh they cOIIet.r lMvitable.

U.s,1t. this skepticism, hMee haa aott41tett .. eat.sorleal stad against
.__.,.,.11I.,...t108 ag'DflMats ••• tae ct.atien hal arl.en inthe l'UlSt. md _,­
SMR agreement.wtlmld. til fact, serve at laut SOIle Fftnch il'ltcn.... ts. A non­
preltferati. qRecent wt'MllElhaYe to 'l'EH'!opln France t

• statue asa ._.1'elf the ..lect ctosp.y of aQcle.r ~_en. Frau would a180 s•• be.afit in
Ge~" adher1iUlce. due..thi, would 1.el'tluuul the "'re••urea 3181nat an
ave.tul C;adape­adnt Genum nuclear e..,.tUty,;whi'ch France fears.

1'ba 'HaC .. oal11 p1'oDab1)' b. mere receptive to_ atl1\Ple fl_ Power ftOlJ­

d:l.sStmf.lUlt1_ &gl'l!Ulmnt or dee.l,ratlcm (P,..•• ldfu~t cIe Gall. has .t1:OR&ly
implied hb I'culdiHSS to J01a iA ftelOtiati0ll8 tM1an sucha ftelaraticm) th_
tc •• wltDa uCB­acquiat tion feature. since. they ecmeldar i.t iluappropriata
aud fMtl••• fer i'lud<llar "­'1',. to can upon "h. non­nuelearst.at.. to ~1D $0.
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