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THE NUCLEAR THREAT AND BASIS FOR A NZ NUCLEAR-FREE POLICY

After 23 years involvement in peace and nuclear issues,

in 1980 | sought a new solution to the increasing threats to
human survival.

Horizontal and vertical nuclear weapon proliferation; the
growth of nuclear war-fighting doctrines and various other
interrelated threats, combined with the belligerence of some
governments, produced an accelerating momentum toward a cata-
clysmic global war. The efforts of groups and Governments to
protest and reverse these destructive trends were largely
ineffective. Protest was not enough. cCalls for vatrious
international actions did not produce significant change in the
destructive momentum. A new approach that was an attractive,
and practical alternative had to be found, with the potential
for New Zealanders to take action at local and national level,
that would improve their own security and 1nterrupt the nuc]ear
race toward extinction.

A NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE FOR NEW ZEALAND?

Nuclear-free zones seemed to offer an opportunity. People

were declaring their homes, churches and businesses nuclear-
free. Some councils has issued nuclear-free declarations. There
was a campaign for a nuclear-free and independent Pacific.

Why not a campaign for a New Zealand Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone?
There were a number of regional NFZs; NFZs were approved by the
United Nations (See within)Some nations had nuclear weapon-free
constitutions., A number of regions had been proposed as NWFZs.
It seemed practical to propose that a nation could enact a law
to make itself legally, a nuclear weapon-free zone.

Whereas it would be difficult to persuade the 5 nuclear states
to allow the Pacific to become free of nuclear navies and
weapons, it might be possible to persuade small nations to
exercise their sovereignty and declare their own territory to

be a nuclear-free zone. A simple nuclear-free zone proposal
would not be enough. A comprehensive foreign and defence policy
proposal would be required to persuade the NZ public and
government that there would be advantages in leaving the
traditional military alliance structures and becoming a nuclear-

free, neutral peacemaking state.
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-IMPLEMENTING THE NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE CAMPAIGN

At an Anhual New Zealand peace-movement Workshop of some 90
people near Christchurch on October 23-26th, 1981, | presented
a "5 point plan” to make New Zealand a nuclear-weapon-free and
neutral state.A "peacemaking neutral” New Zealand would develop
mediation and research to help reduce the danger of nuclear war
occurring and support, vigorously, U.N. peacemaking efforts.
The proposed plan was approved by the gathering.

On Decembers 7, 1981, | gave a public lecture, "Nuclear War
Risk or 'Positive neutrality' for New Zealand." This featured
details of the growing nuclear threat to NZ and the world and
the '5 point plan' above as a way NZ could help reduce the
threat, and not participate directly in any nuclear war. At
this meeting the Nuclear-free Zone Committee was formed and
the " Peacemaker New Zealand" petition for a neutral and nucl-
ear-free New Zealand was launched.

On January 5th 1982, the lecture was given in Greymouth, a
small town 250 kilometres from Christchurch. The local radio
station and newspaper gave us good publicity before and after
the lecture. The meeting was chaired by the doctor in charge of
the local hospital. A peace group was formed. It began
petitioning the local public.

The pattern was repeated in 25 NZ towns and cities during
lecture tours from 1982 to 1984. This resulted in peace
groups, educational publicity, literature dissemination,

and petitioning. The groups also lobbyied Members of Parliam-
ent to withdraw from military alliances and make NZ a neutral
peacemaking state. Peace groups were also encouraged to
petition and lobby their local council members to declare
their town, city or county a nuc]ear-weapon—fre? zone.

By 1983, 28 local councils had declared themselves
nuclear-free zones; by 1984, the year of the nuclear-free
Labour Government's election, there were 94, covering over
60% of the population. These campaignhs were supported by a
hard-working Committee and volunteer team from my home/office
base in Christchurch

FROM LOCAL TO 1NTERNATIONAL IMPACT

The effectiveness of the local body nuclear-free

zone campaign is only partly understood. It reached many, many
people that protest movements or radical political parties do not
normally reach in the West. Ordinary farmers, office workers,
doctors, school children, housewives and whole families and schools
as well as, of course, working people generally and their unions
joined to campaign to have their own local area to declared a
"nuclear-free zone."

New Zealand "local bodies” include rural county councils, town bor-
ough councils, and city councils. Council debates shifted, from
purely local concerns, such as filling pot holes, to New Zealand's
role in the fate of the earth."




The simple _secret of the local body nuclear-free campaign was that
people could 'Think Globally and Act Locally’. Their local action

also impacted nationally and internationally. Week by week, one
council after another agreed to declare their area a "nuclear-free
zone." This followed public campaigns of petitions, door-knocking,
stalls in main streets and lgtters to newspapers. If councils at
first refused, the local peace group would then further educate
themselves, the public and the council, about the urgent need to
prevent nuclear war and the value of local NWF's. (The NZ map

in this paper indicates that NZ achieved a world record of 72% of
the population covered by 105 locally-declared NWF's.) In many
cases a local area was not declared nuclear-free until the second
or third attempt.

Such campaigns were soon to have profound national significance
when a snap election was called for July 1984.By then over 60% of
the population lived in nuclear-free zones. A nationwide network
of peace-activists was at the ready. We immediately sent them bun-
dles of peace literature for local distribution. A Labour Governm-
ent promising nuclear-free legislation was given a 17 seat major-

ity by a landslide of popular support.

Problems and uncertainties still lay ahead, but with over 70% of
the voters in nuclear-free zones, the Government held to its pro-
mise. As the Deputy Prime Minister said to us, it would

be "political suicide" to back down on the nuclear-free policy.
People will know about the spectacular protests against American
naval-ship visits. The world famous Australian physician Dr Helen
Ccaldicott, sponsored by the NZ Peace Studies Foundation, toured
New Zealand in April 1983 to slam home the dangers of nuclear war
effectively, especially on television. .
Wonderful things were done by many individuals and groups. But
when fired-up by a Dr Caldicott or a ship visit, people would put
renewed energies into an effective, on-going local body campaign.

Thus many local people had an international impact when the
Government, fortified by their support, stood up to the United
States in rejecting nuclear-ship visits. The United States as a
result "punished" New Zealand by suspending it as a member of their
nuclear alliance - a punishment increasingly welcomed by New Zeal -

anders. A Heylen Poll in May, 1991 showed 54% of New Zealanders would
prefer to break defence ties with the United States rather than allow
ships that could be nuclear-armed into the country's ports. in June,

1989 the figure was 52%, and in October, 1985, 44%,

NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE COMMITTEE WORK

In addition to the committee's efforts and those of new groups

set up for nuclear-free campaigning, there were a number of other
peace groups which joined in the campaigh for nuclear-free legisl-
ation and positive neutrality. At the core of the Christchurch work
was a newsletter with a sales catalogue, published several times a
year. The newsletters gave progress reports and tips on local body

campaigns as well as keeping readers informed about the perils of nuc-

lear war.

The sales catalogue sent with the newsletter is most important.
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People order badges, bumper and other stickers, T-shirts and
literature about nuclear war, nuclear-free zones and "positive neut-

rality." increasingly ordinary bookshops, dairies and tourist shops
are also.selling these products.

The Committee also sponsored nationwide tours by overseas peace
lecturers and New Zealanders. There could be three to six or more such
publicity-generating tours in a year. Outstanding lecturers have inc-
luded retired United States Colonel Hackworth - one of America's most
decorated soldiers - and retired 25 year CIA agent Ralph McGehee.These
two had become disillusioned with their country's dangerous nuclear
policies. So they were eminently qualified to warn about them, as well
as about US attempts to destabilise the nuclear-free Labour Government
They also generated an enormous amount of publicity throughout the
country favourable to New Zealand's nuclear-free initiative. They saw
New Zealand as a beacon of hope in a nuclear-mad world rushing toward
extinction. Traditionally, New Zealanders have tended to look to
other countries for direction in their foreign relations, and to
follow the lead of Britain, the United States and Australia. wWith
these countries all critical of NZ's nuclear-free policies, it helped
give confidence to New Zealanders for informed and eminent visitors to
praise our independence, initiave and the soundness of our judgement.
A typical recent example is a lecture tour of Nz, by Professor William
Epstein, sponsored by the NZ Foundation for Peace Studies, He was
head of the United Nations Disarmament Section for 25 years, and
helped draft the nuclear non-proliferation treaty. He said " New Zeal-
and had gained international stature through its anti-nuclear stand
and was capable of influencing world opinion".(Chch Star 24/8/91)

He urged a continuation of New Zealand's anti-nuclear stand wherever
he spoke. He said it was "absolutely wrong to say New Zealand's voice
was not as prominent now. Not so prominent in Washington maybe, "

he said. (Dominion 20/8/91)

NUCLEAR-FREE GOVERNMENT RE-ELECTED, 1987

In 1987 the Labour Government was returned with majority 4 similar

to that of 1984. The Government saw the political advantage of
campaigning strongly on the nuclear issue. As a full-page Laboun
Party advertisement declared in the last week of the campaign,

THI1S COUNTRY MUST STAY NUCLEAR-FREE - DON'T GO BACK WITH THE

BOMBS, COME FORWARD WITH us."

200,000 leaflets designed by the committee were dropped into letter-
boxes by peace workers and Labour party activists throughout the land.

Labour has continued to hold to its nuclear-free policy, but refused
to promote it or strengthen it, as they did not wish to alienate fur-
ther, its traditional allies. It also refused to consider fundamental
changes in its foreign and defence policy to move toward neutrality.

NATIONAL WINS 1990 ELECTION WITH NUCLEAR-FREE NZ PLEDGE

"In 1990 the National Party changed its nuclear policy and pledged to



uphold New Zea]anqqs nuclear-free law. Most voters believed them thus
cancelling Labour's nuclear~free NZ trump card from the 1990 election.

Because. of the unpopularity of Labour's other policies, National won
by a landslide. Since becoming the Government, National have been un-
dermining the nuclear-free policy and threatening to change the legis-
lation to allow resumption of nuclear warship visits by the U.S. and
U.K. and return of NZ to the nuclear weapons-based ANZUS alliance.

PHASE TWO OF OUR CAMPAIGN: KEEP NZ NUCLEARLFREE

To emphasize the need for a new foreign and defence policy to
compliment New Zealand's nuclear-free policy, we changed our name 1in
1988 from The New Zealand Nuclear-Free Zone Committee, to the New
Zealand Nuclear-Free Peacemaking Association. We have continued our
campaign for an independent foreign and defence policy based on terri-

torial defence, international peacemaking, neutrality, and withdrawal
from military allijances such as ANZUS. :

Since National's about face, we have designed a new campaign based
on keeping NZ nuclear-free and preventing any change to the taw. This
includes a new petition, ' leaflet for mass distribution, poster,
letter writing campaigns to newspapers and M P's and requesting local
councils affirm their own nuclear-free status and support for New
Zealand's nuclear-free law, and a new emphasis on peacemaking by NZ.
As a result of a 40 page presentation to the Christchurch City
Council, the Council took action as suggested. ( See Council letter
and report on other recent local NFZ actions - within)
Other actions are news releases, organised lobbying and deputations to
politicians, mailings to all MPs, mailings to all councils, mailings
to all peace groups, organising a 'KEEP NZ NUCLEAR-FREE'' lecture
tour, including media interviews and consulting with peace groups
about campaign activities. (Copy of the new petition,leaflet, poster,
letter to volunteers and order form - within).

Keep NZ Nuclear-Free groups are active in Wellington, Auckland and
other centres.
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Nuclear
free
- city
declared -

The Auckland City
Councit last : night de-
clared the ecity a
puclear-irée zoné dn a
20-3 vote,

Two counclifors, Dr
Bruce Hucker and Sandra
Lee, had called for the
zone, which wlll cover the.
isthmus and Haurakl Guil
islands, in light of possiible
ichanges to nuclear free
legislation, :

While the move was
jargely symbolic under the
present legislatlon, the two
councillors * sald 1t would
send a message to Parlia-
ment that people did not
want nuclear-powered
vessels, with or without
nuclear weapons, visiting
‘the city. .

Shofitd Parliament ailer
ihe nuclear free leglsiation,
the councll's move wili
carry some weight.

Under the new Resource
Managemeént Act it is part
of the countli'd fesponsibli-
ity to control "(hd preven.

-and ‘nltl‘ tlon ol any
filiverse eMecta b Tho wtor-
age, use, disposal or trans-
portation of hazarddus
substafices.” 'the respulal:
bhlity covers effects gn both
waler end land. - .
*. Dr Hucker said studles of
potential nuclear ship accl-
dents in harbours at Sydney
and New York had re-
vealed possible deaths of
11,000 and 30,000 respec-
tively. Both these harbours
had nuclear-free palicles. .

One 'councijior, { Mr
Graham ~ Moutitjoy, ab-
stained from the voting. He
said he did not want nucleai
weapons it thé city but be-
Heved that nuclear energy
was the energy of the future
and the councll *could fot
put its head in the sand”
over the Issue, .

T DOMINION, WEDNESDAY

NOVEMBER 20 19914

Councillors vote
to keep harbour for Anzus,

nuclear-

WELLINGTON regional councillors ap-
pear determined to keep the region nuc-
lear [ree, ’

The council’s planning and environ-

qment management committee yester-

'day backed the status quo after peace

groups urged councillors to keep the re-
gion and harbour nuclear-free.

Last month the Government an-
nounced it would set up an independent
comnmittee to review the safety of nuc-
lear-powered ships coming to New
Zealand.

L. Representatives of the Campaign for

Nuclear Disarmament, the Keep New
Zealand Nuclear-Free Campaign, Coun-
cil for World Peace, and the women's
peace group Limit all made pleas for a
non-nuclear environment during brief
addresses to the regional council com-
millee.

Comnmittee member Helene Rilchie
formally called for the council, under
fls new Resource Management Act re-
sponsibilities, to prohibit nuclear-pow-
ered warships (rom entering the har-

. NOVEMBER 6, 1991,

ot e

free
-

bour, and for the council’s regional poli-
cy statement and coastal management
plan to reflect this policy.

The committee decided the council
should support the Nuclear Free Zone,
Disarmament aud Arms Control Act,
and that under the resource act it con-
sider prohibiting nuclear-powered war-
ships entering the harbour.

The committee also decided to devel-
op a policy on the issue during the pre-
paration of a policy statement and
coastal plan,

Mrs Ritchie said later she was satls-

By PAUL MORAN ]

- fied with the outcome but the only way

the council could be fully responsible
for the region’s environment would be
to adopt as policy the prohibition™ of
nuclear ships. -

Limit spokeswoman Jenny Easton
painted a grim picture for Wellington in
the wake of an accident from a ship's
nuclear reactor,

worry Selwyn council

The Selwyn District Council will write
to Cabinel Ministers lo cxpress its con-
cerg about possible changes lo the
nuclear-free legislation,

Cr Bill Woods, who ittroduced (he
district’'s nuclear-free policy, moved al a
counici! meeting in Darficld that the
council write to the Minislers.

‘The Mayor, Mrs Ann Hurford, sald she
and her family were concerned about

changes and had received calls from -

concerned ratepayers. New Zealand's
teadership in nuclear-free policles was
recognised throughout the world,

'OTAGO DAILY' TIMES Saturday October 26 1991

Nuclear ships

THE 00z PRE' S

Govt’s nuclear moves

. Nrlson
EU—Q-\\NS

DIStrIC THhsial
nuclear free

Tasman district declared Itself
nuclear free yesterday with a
minimumof fuss, -

The declsion to form a
nuclear-free zone followed ap-
proaches by two local peace
groups concerned about possible
government amendments to the
nuclearfree legislation, i

A Riverside- Community
member, Mary Mold said It was
important - that nuclear power
gtations, whether on land or
ahllgs, should not be allowed with-
in New Zealand's economic zone,
s YAn Ident would end.
“Jihe lives and health of New
Zealanders, contamlinate large
tracts of land and sea and

. New Zealand's clean
%lﬂm,"ahesald.

THE N8/ PRESS NOVE
Letter supports N-ban

Tauranga District

"""" {BER 21, 1991,

DRSS

Councll is to  write m‘lheA

Vhik, Sl PRESS -

 NOVEMBER 13, 1991,

Bolger is

pushing

‘says group

By DEAN CALCOTT

It Is clear the Prime Minister,
Mr Bolger is moving to push New
Zealand back Inlo Anzus, say

" members of an anti-nuclear dei-
egatlon that met him In Christ-
church yesterday.

The delegation comprised local
and regional councillord, rep-
resentatives of antl-nuclear
groups, and a- physlclan,

The secretary of the Nuclear-
Free Peacemaking Association,
Mr Larry Ross, said if New
Zealand accepted United States
warship visits and returned to the
Anzus alliance, it would mean
acceptance and ratification of
United States nuclear doctrines.

The Unlted States wanled New

Zealand back in Anzus on lhe
same basis as Australia, said Mr
Ross.
. “The United States retains the
coption of launching a [lirst nu-
rclear strike and will continue
‘tests to perfect its nuclear
weapans, according to (United
.States) Defence Secretary Dick
Cheney," sald Mr Ross.

“If New Zealand is going to be
a player in Anzus we would be a
pawn stale, taking whatever
consequences that came,” he
said.

“There is no real securily
involved In such an alliance. 1t Is
more of a suicide pacl,” he said.

A former member of the Pub-
lic ‘Advisory Comniiltee on Dis-
armament and Arms Control, Dr
Nell Cherry, said Mr Bolger gave
the Impression he knew where he
was going with the Anzus issue.

“He knows where he is taking
New Zealand, which involves es-
tablishing a process of laking
New Zealand with him,” he said.

Dr Cherry sald that nuclear-
powered and armed ships were
not safe, and that New Zealand
could not trust the United States
Navy, v

It was now known there had
been & number of accidents with
the vessels,

“When the Prime Minlster says
1 trust, 1 say New Zealanders
should not trust,” sald Dr Cherry.

Mr Bolger told the delegation
he would take the word .of Presi-
dent Bush and Prime Mipister
Major on nuclear Issues,

THE S0z PRESS

Council
briefs

Government asking it to leave the counlry’s anti-
nuciear legistation intact, The council's corporate policy
commitiee decided it had no authority to introduce or
enforce a nuclear ban.—PA ’ .

unwelcome,
says mayor

. Wellington’ (PA). — Nuclear ships are
unwelecome - in Wellington Harbour, the
‘Mayor, Sir James Belich, says. -:° .

1 am antl-nuclear,” Sir James said. “‘I have
grave reservations aboul nuclear-powered . ships
coming into Wellington Harbour. Itis unacceptable.”

His comments follow the Government’s apparent

favouring of visits by nuclear-powered ships.
Sir James said he would not take action to stop

_‘CHRISTCHURCH
Nuclear stance

The council reaffirmed its op-
position to nuclear weapons and
visits to New Zealand by nuclear-

Close and friendly relationships with the US were.
possible without New. Zealand revising or reneging - powered ships. It decided last
on it‘s‘policy. o Lo : night to write to the Government
The US may say that is not so. Yet, how can  in support of New Zealand's
they have close relationships. with countries In  puclear-free legislation, and
Europe which are anti-nuclear?” Sir James sald. * stress the benefils to tourism and
4T am all for good and close l'elﬂtloﬂshlps with exports of enhancmg New Zea-
the United States, but I refuse to accept that good  1and’'s “clean, green" image. The
‘ ;ﬁlﬁggnshi&s:rde m;t,possiblé aunl}fss‘, we.accept  council is concerned that Lhe
: P nuclear arms and nuclear-powered ships,” =~ . ° 3
" pucledr.povered ships from eniering the harbour; People were entitied to have a hanig-up about ey AltE by nacions
e ave a law that says we are nuclear-iree. . . *  things nuclear. because there had been many.. 'howered shi ’
e{ltalnl’y won’t be asking for any revislon of ttﬂ accidents around the world. = A powered ships.
pol cy.' i . . o . L S * ' ' o



CHRISTCHURCH CITY COUNCIL

THE GARDEMN CITY
The ¢ iy Hhat Shines

19 December 1991

Mr Larry Ross
Secretary

NZ Nuclear Free Peacemaking Association

PO Box 18-541

CHRISTCHURCH

Dear Mr Ross

NUCLEAR FREE POLICY

Further to the submissions which you presented at the last meeting of the Policy and
Resources Committee, I am pleased to advise that at its December meeting the

Council resolved;

1. That the Christchurch City Council re-affirm its opposition to nuclear
weapons.

2. That the Christchurch City Council declare its opposition to visits to New
Zealand by nuclear powered ships.

3. That the Council write to the Government in support of the current nuclear free
legislation.

4.  That the letter stress the advantages to tourism and export industries of our
enhanced reputation as a clean, environmentally aware country.

5. That the Council commend the Government for the peacemaking activities it
has undertaken and urge that these be continued.

6.  That the Council also urge the Government to take a leading role in
peacemaking activities in the Pacific.

Yours faithfully

=
) ,
. y 7
,"»-/“ il G -

. A D Gemmill
ADMINISTRATION MANAGER
— MKR:KLF

CONTACT Mr M K Robertson Ph. 711-533 FILE

CIVIC OFFICES «a163-173 TUAM STREET « PO BOX 237 ¢ CHRISTCHURCH
NEW ZEALAND  TELEPHONE (03)791-660 e+ FAX (03)797-786
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International Physicians
for the Prevention of

Nuclear War
New Zealand Branch

“We sball require a substantially new manner of thinking if mankind is to survive’

ALBERT EINSTEIN

NEWSLETTER Number 19 December 1986

For Information Write:
Box 18541 Christchurch N.Z,

NEW ZEALAND — PEACEMAKER OF THE PACIFIC

The New Zealand Nuclear Free Zone Committee wasform-
ed in December, 1981 in Christchurch by the writer. The
objects were to research and educate about the dangers of
nuclear war; encourage the formation of local, national and
regional nuclear weapons free zones; promote a foreign
and defence, policy based on international peacemaking;
provision of valued services to other states and prepara-
tions to become a ‘Red Cross’ nation aiding survivors in the
event of a nuclear catastrophe, New Zealand would
become a neutral state including withdrawal from military
alliancaes, but with armed forces for home defence and for
peacekeeping assignments in other parts of the world.

The theory supporting the nuclear {ree movement is that
expanding nuclear free zones throughout the world would
reduce potential nuclear battlefields, thus making war less
likely, creating the conditions for serious disarmament

. steps by the nuclear states and progressively moving
nuclear weapons back to their countries of orgin.

This movement by peoples and non-nuclear nations is
also based on the observation that the nuclear states show
no sign of making serious progress toward disarmament or
arms control, The {rends are towards an increasing arms
race and international tensions, proliferation vertically and
horizontally, and the developmentof first strike weapons,
strategies and idealogies. Also, it was noted that nuclear
states design nuclear war fighting strategies that allow for
nuclear wars to be fought on the territories of other states.

For all these reasons, well-publicised to the public by
way of meetings, news releases, literature distribution
etc., people learned they could no longer trust the nuclear
states to prevent nuclear war and move step-by-step
toward a just world of peace with reduction of the nuclear
threat, People and governments realised they would have
to take steps themselves and It was probably safer outside
a nuclear alliance than inside,

Locally declared Nuclear Weapon Free Zones

It was felt that failure of the peace movements in various

countries to achieve significant success, may be due in part
- to a lack of a comprehensive alternative defence and
foreign policy to offer in place ofthe collective nuclear
military treaties, such as ANZUS,

Peace movements seemed to focus on protests rather
than offer alternatives that would be acceptable options. |
realised that although people were afraid of the bomb, they
. were even more afraid of imagined or potentia| enemies,

"“Thus concepts of a "Posmve Neutrality’’ were deveIoped
which would remove NZ' territory from the nuclear in-
frastructure, while giving a potential enemy strong motives
to respect New Zealand’s neutral peacemaking and aid
status, i any nation attacked, they would be destroying a
potential source of aid for their own suffering survivors and
a potential neutral meeting place to negotiate an end to a
war,

Another campaign had encouraged people to declare
their homes, churches and places of business, NWFZs. We
focused our local campaign on councils. Many local groups
were formed during lacture tours throughout the North and
South Islands. An objective of each was to declare their

8

area NWFZ. They petitioned and lobbied councillors, got
friendly councillors to introduce NFZ motions, provided
educational mailings. Sometimes it took three applications
over a period of one or two years before a council was suf-
ficiently educated to obtaln a majority vote for a NFZ
Declaration,

New Zealand now holds a world record with72 percent
of the population covered by 105 local NFZs. Always peo-
ple are told that their local NFZ was a step toward a na-
tional New Zealand NFZ, and a foreign policy that would
give them defence security with conventional military pro-
tection, plus the peacemaking services and aid content
which would give all states strong motives to respect New
Zealand's neutrality,

A New Zealand Nuclear Free Zone
Since 1981 we have launched four nation-wide petitions
on nuclear free and foreign policy issues to parliament. The
government pledged itself to introduce legislation to legally
deciare NZ a nuclear free zone — much to the consterna-
tion of the US, UK, Australia, France and other states, who
did not like limitations placed on the deployment of their
weapons and use of allied territories for military purposes,
Most states regard the accelerating arms race and doc-
trines of first strike winnable nuclear wars as acceptable
and normal. They regard New Zealand's nuclear free in-
itiatives as an ‘allergy’ or 'disease’ and fear the example
may spread.

International Nuclear Free Campaign

Our newsletter NUCLEAR FREE has a circulation of 3,000
in NZ and 600 overseas. We continually encourage the ex-
port of our NFZ policies. | have toured Japan, Australia and
ltaly and found millions of people supporting New
Zealand's stand and keen to emulate it in their countries. A
special NFZ symbotl, similar to the one designed for New
Zealand, is made for each country visited to capture the im-

-agination and interest of media and audiences.

Lessons from the campaign
A nuclear free neutrality with the focus on an alternative
foreign and defence policy, but avoiding domestic issues,
appealed to people on the right, left and centre of the
political spectrum as it did not seek to change the existing
_social order or take on too many issues, Bob Jones’ New
Zealand Party, the Democratic Party, and the last two an-
nual conferences of the Labour Party approved positive
neutrality or a very similar policy.

People feel empowered by their expetlences with the
local authority campaign — that they can do something in
their own area about the nuclear threat and make' ' dif-
ference at the national level and internationally. This is a
-mass movement of concerned citizens of all classes. We
have successfully avoided a 'fringe’ image and divissive
issues that could reduce support for the basic nuclear free

policy.

N.Z. NUCLEAR - FREE

Larry Ross

PEACEMAKING ASSOCIATION
PH.: (0064) (3) 889-816

BOX 18-541, CHRISTCHURCH 9
NEW ZEALAND

SUPPORT NEW ZEALAND'S
NUCLEAR WEAPON FREE ZONE

o
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IN THE WORLD

- 5 Nuclear Free Zone Treaties

4,329 Nuclear IFree Zone

Communities in 23 Countries

The number of countries that have ratified-
each treaty is given in parenthescs.

* Antarctic Trcaz, 1959
(26, incl. USA & USSR)

* Quter Space Treaty, 1967
(83, incl. USA & USSR)

* Latin American Treaty, 1967 9

St.,

(also known as Treaty of Tlatclolco; 111
24, incl. USA & USSR) ' 281
* International Seabed, 1971

(73, incl. USA & USSR) 178
* South Pacific, 1985
(9 with 2 pending; protocols ratified
by USSR & China, but USA, UK 20
and France refuse to sign)

3

. : 1
22 Nuclear I'ree Zone Countries 192
Countries that either explicitly or implicitly
prohibit nuclear weapons by national law,
policy or constitution. (?) means NFZ 70
may not be enforced. 117
* Austria 1 ggg
* Belau (Palau) !
* Denmark (?)
: Faeroe Islands

Finland
* Greenland (7) 100
* Iceland (7) 105
* Japan (7
. Mglta ®) 140
* Federated States of Micronesia 21
(Ponape,Kosrae, Truk and Yap)
* New Zcaland ' 105
* Northern Marianas (?) 400
* Papua New Guinea (7) . 7
* The Philippines (?) 1
* The Seychelles '
* The Solomons 168
* Spain
* Sri Lanka o 1
* Sweden 200
. * Switzerland '

* Vanuatu

Dembcratically declared NFZ cities, counties
and provinces as of November 1988. List
compiled by Nuclear Free America, 325 E. 25tt
altimore MD 21218; 301-235-3575. Plcase
inform NFA of any additions or corrections.

Axgentina

Australia (over 56% of the population)

Belgium (over 45% of the population)

Canada (over 64% of the hxopulation,

including all of Ontario, Manitoba,

the Northwest Territories and over

60% of British Columbia)

Denmark ‘

Finland ’

France (Lutterbach) ‘

Great Britain (over 60% of the
ulation, including all 8 counties

in Wales and 32 NFZs in Scotland)

Greece ' ‘

Ireland (over 50% of the population)

Italy

Japan (first NFZ declared in 1958;

~includes 13 provinces, 1/3 of all

municipalities & over 68% of the
population)

Netherlands

New Zealand (over 72% of the
population) .

Norway (includes 23 NFZ ports) -
Philippines (over 25% of the the
population) .
Portugal (over 50% of the population)
Spain (over 45% of the population)
Sweden ‘
Tahiti (Faa'a)

United States of America (87 are
legally-binding)

Vanuatu (Port-Vila)

West Germany

New Zealand leads the world with over 727 of the
population covered by locally-declared NFZ's,

November 1989 Compiled by Nuclear Free America
325 K. 25th St Baltimore MD 21218, U.S.A.

1542 Nuclear Free Zone Communities in Japan Now

Nurlear Free Zone Information No.12 Feb. '91 (qilarterly)‘

REPRINTED BY:

N.Z, NUCLEAR-FREE
PEACEMAKING ASSOCIATION
BOX 18-§41, CHRISTCHURCH 9
NEW ZFAt AND
PH.« {ODR4) ijnsimonta

!



OCTOBER 1989

BIRKEMHEAD 22,300

NEW ZEALAND WAS DECLARED N smeenmeno 22000
Y MANGONUI 8,860

A NUCLEAR FREE ZONE NONEW LYK ' 10446 6o
ONE TREE WILL 11,083 % KERIKERI 1,50
BY ACT OF PAPATOETOE 21,800 /%%‘ggﬁﬂ 4707
. ";j‘,}‘n@gg;‘mﬁaﬂfg& #, KOKUKOHU COMM. 147
PARLIAMENT, JUNE 8, 1987 rroacly 33sen N b S0
MT EDEN 18,306
HOWICK 13,866

WAITEMATA 93,500
NEWMARKET 1350

2,196,173 PEOPLE
GLEN EDEN 9710

PAPAKURA 23,200 ;
ELLERSLIE 5324 % "\
WAIHEKE IS 3678

(OVER 72% OF NZ's
MANUKAU CITY 173,000 Y, ™45 %%,
DEVOHPORT 10,410 g Y— COROMANDEL COMM. 245

POPULATION) LIVE
AUCKLAND CITY 144,863 \ _, % TUAKALU 2000 WAIHI 3550

IN 105 LOCALLY
RODMEY 35,543 o
HENDERSON 6670 % HUNTLm&AHANGAHAKE o
EAST COASY BAYS 33,400 | % HAMILTON CITY 93,600
# CAMBRIDGE 8503

DECLARED NUCLEAR-
ONEHUNGA 15,346

WAIUKU 3660 AGLAN 9764
+ ROTORUA

WEAPON-FREE ZONES, ,
OTAMHUHU 10,250 TOKOROA #
60,000

OCTOBER 1987 FRANKLIN 18,850 '
18,630
- - . |
v CLIFTON 2180 o TAUPO 14,500 s
NEW PLYMOUTH # GISBORNE 31,500

NORTH ISLAND
ELTHAM BOROUGH 2412 # * OMAKUNE 17704
ELTHAM COUNTY 2480 X NAPIER 49.000
STRATFORD 5570 y
WANGANUN®Y 4 ARTON
37.011 6,000
*

{ WAIPAWA 1720

. S PALMERSTON NTH
GOLDEN BAY 4022 PORIRUA % LEVIN 14.6 10 61400
41103 ¢MART INBOROUGH 1391
ul K@f’”' 15.423 WAINUIOMATA 19,500
_ [GPPER HUTT 31700
BULLER 3780 WAIMEA a2/ LOWER HUTT 63 180
31 g
WESTPORT . 4693, \ 16.832 & * BLENHEIM —— EASTBOURNE 4,780
INANGAHUA 1017 RICHMO 7,450 WELLINGTON 135.687
6945 WELLINGTON HARBOUR BOARD

REEFTON 1200

RUNANGA 1263
GREYMOUTH 8103

HOKITIKA 3414
‘ ARTHURS PASS
g & 49
498
, ragions /R AGRET R Tas o7
WESTLAND 6015 MALVERN * # HEATHCOTE 8840
6608 o * & LYTTELTON 3183
i ¢ MT HERBERT 1100
ISLAND ‘ “AKAROA 1751
WAIWERA 713
‘LINCOLN COLLEGE 450

wflTmARy 29.600

S50UTH

national HNMFZ law it is

/ Although we have a
sost important to maintain and extend local
NHFZs as an expression of support and awareness.

ROXBURGH
QLAJI?!?ENCE « X SILVERPEAKS 12,264
* 600 , MOSGIEL 9264
4 DUNEDIN 75,000
e T KILDA 6149
/GREEN 15, 7200

SOUTH PACIFIC OCEARN

INVERCARGIL
50,000

I »
SUPPORT NEW ZEALAND'S NUCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE ZONE WITH POSITIVE NEUTRALITY AND
ACTIVE PEACEMAKING, AND THE SOUTH PACIFIC NUCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE ZONE TREATY
NEW ZEALAND NUCLEAR FREE PEACEMAKING ASSOCIATION Poou 6o Montht
(formerly NZ Nuclear Free Zone Committes) opulation figuras based on N.Z. Government Monthly
Box 18541, CHRISTCHURCH 9, NEW ZE;.AND  Aatractof Suatstics November — Dacember, 1963




RESOLUTIONS"ana DECISION

CATELOGUE
NO 14-23
price .20
NZNFPA

BOX 18541
CHRISTCHURCH
NEW ZEALAND

édopted by the General Assembly during its
TENTH SPECIAL SESSION 23 May-30 June 1978

EXCERPTS FROM: OFFICIAL RECORDS: SUPPLEMENT Ne. 4 (A/S-10/4)

COLLATED AND PRINTED BY: NEW ZEALAND NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE
COMMITTEE, P.O., BOX 18541, CHRISTCHURCH 9, N,Z,

New York, 1978

|

QThese resolutions were reaffirmed by all states at SSDII in 1982. Reissued by NZNFPA 14/4/88

NUCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE ZONES

32. All States, in particular nuclear-wea
should consider various proposals design

prevention of nuclear war. In this context, while noting
the declarations made by nuclear-weapon States, ef-
fective arrangements, as appropriate, to assure non-
nuclear-weapon States against the use or the threat of
use of nuclear weapons could strengthen the security
of those States and international peace and security.

33. The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones on the basis of agreements or arrangements
freely arrived at among the States of the zone con-
cerned and the full compliance with those agreements
or arrangements, thus ensuring that the zones are gen-
uinely free from nuclear weapons, and respect for
such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an im-
portant disarmament measure,

59. In the same context, the nuclear-weapon States
are called upon to take steps to assure the non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nu-
clear weapons. The General Assembly notes the dec-
larations made by the nuclear-weapon States and urges
them to pursue efforts to conclude, as appropriate,
effective arrangements to assure pon-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons.

60. The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones on the basis of arrangements frecly arrived at
among the States of the region concerned constitutes
an important disarmament measure.

61. The process of establishing such zones in dif-
ferent parts of the world should encouraged with
the ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely
free of nuclear weapons, In the process of establishing
such zones, the characteristics of each region should
be taken into account. The States participating in such
zones should undertake to comply fully with all the
objectives, purposes and principles of the agreements
or arrangements establishing the zones, thus ensuring
that they are genuinely free from nuclear weapons.

62. With respect to such zones, the nuclear-weapon
States in turn are called upon to give undertakings, the
modalities of which are to be negotiated with the com-~
petent authority of each zone, in particular:

(a) To respect strictly the status of the nuclear-
weapon-free zone;

(b) To refrain from the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons against the States of the zone.

64. The establishment of zones of peace in various
regions of the world under appropriate conditions, to
be clearly defined and determined freely by the States
concerned in the zone, taking into account the charac-
teristics of the zone and the principles of the Charter
of the United Nations, and in conformity with inter-
national law, can contribute to strengthening the se-
curity of States within such zones and to international
peace and security as a whole.

n States,
to secure

the avoidance of the usé of nuclear weapons, and the

+ DISARMAMENT -~ OTHER MEASURES

37. Significant progress in disarmament, includ-
ing nuclear disarmament, would be facilitated by pa-
rallel measures to strengthen the security of States and
to improve the international situation in general.

41. contribute to limiting the arms race. Unilateral
measures of arms limitation or reduction could also
contribute to the attainment of that goal.

121. Bilateral and regional disarmament negotia-
tions may also play an important role and could facili-
tate negotiations of multilateral agreements in the field
of disarmament.

20. Among such measures, effective measures of
nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war
have the highest priority. ' I

At the same time, other measures designed
to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war and to lessen
the danger of the threat or use of nuclear weapons
should be taken. .

DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION.

15. It is essential that not only Governments but
also the peoples of the world recognize and understand
the dangers in the present situation. In order that an
international conscience may develop and that world
public opinion may exercise a positive influence, the
United Nations should increase the dissemination of
information on the armaments race and disarmament
with the full co-operation of Member States. |

99. In order to mobilize world public opinion on
behalf of disarmament, the specific measures set forth
below, designed to increase the dissemination of in-
formation about the armaments race and the efforts to
halt and reverse it, should be adopted.

100. Governmental and non-governmental infor-
mation organs and those of the United Nations and
its specialized agencies should give priority to the
preparation and distribution of printed and audio-visual
material relating to the danger represented by the ar-
maments race as well as to the disarmament efforts and
negotiations on specific disarmmament measures,

101. In particular, publicity should be given to the
Final Document of the tenth special session.

104. Throughout this process of disseminating in-
formation about developments in the disarmament field
of all countries, there should be increased participation
by non-governmental organizations concerned with the
matter, through closer liaison between them and the
United Nations,

106. With a view to contributing to a greater un-
derstanding and awareness of the problems created by
the armaments race and of the need for disarmament,
Governments and governmental and non-governmental
international organizations are urged to take steps to
develop programmes of education for disarmament and
peace studies at all levels.

UNITED NATIONS



ABOUT THE NEW ZEALAND NUCLEAR FREE ZONE COMMITTEE

BACKGROUND .
The New Zealand Nuclear Free Zone Committee originated from a public meeting called by Larry Ross at tne <
W.E.A. in December 1981. It is an incorporated society under the Charitable Trusts Act of 1957. ZE
We have an executive committee of 12, and over 1,000 members, supporters and affiliated groups throughout New Zealand, and

150 other individuals and groups overseas.

OBJECTIVES ' . . '
Our objectives are (1) a nuclear free zone with a foreign policy based on neutrality and international peacemaking for New

Zealand; (2) a South Pacific nuclear weapon free zone; (3) to assist other groups and states to become neutral peacemaking nuclear
weapon free zones; (4) to help prevent nuclear holocaust and promote international peace, co-operation, justice and support for the

United Nations.

THE NZ NUCLEAR FREE ZONE CAMPAIGN i  steateni d materials for local and mational use
Since its beginning in 1981, the campaign has involved an expanding series of strategies and materials for local and na ,
and recently, intemagtional. The main elements are EDUCATION, ACTION, and RESEARCH with supporting PRODUCTS and

LITERATURE. The list of specific examples of committee projects is long and is available on request. Some examples:

EDUCATION — Selection and distribution of a wide range of peace products and literature including stickers, badges, articles
and books; organizing and conducting workshops, stalls and public lectures; conducting national and local lecture tours.

ACTION — Rapid response to important events; organizing guest lecture tours; aiding local groups with products; literature and
organization for local and national actions; issuing of media releases and commentary on events.

RESEARCH - Investigating and reporting on issues including the global arms race, U.S. bases in N.Z,, implications of the
ANZUS Treaty, secret military and intelligence agreements, alternative foreign policy, publication of the ‘Peace Researcher’

CURRENT EMPHASIS AND THE FUTURE

Recent events revolving around NZ'’s nuclear warship ban have evolved so rapidly that committee activities have been difficult
to plan. But our base programme and objectives are unchanged, current emphasis being on the LEGISLATE NOW campaign to
support the government in every way possible. Once strong legislation is secured for NZ, focus can be concentrated on using that
historic NZ nuclear free zone precedent to encourage other South Pacific nations to declare nuclear weapon free zones, The
Committee will also continue research and education on the many other areas of US military involvement in New Zealand such as
Deep Freeze, Tangimoana and Black Birch, and the numerous agreements that are independent of the ANZUS Treaty. NZ’s
entanglements in the US nuclear strategy are continuing. For these reasons the work of the Committee and your support are as

important as ever,

CAMPAIGN FOR COMPREHENSIVE POLICY CHANGE

The dangers of the nuclear age demand new ways of thinking and policies if humanity is to survive. ‘Defence’ alliances, such as
A.N.Z.U.S. have become suicide pacts — trapping New Zealand into conventional and perhaps nuclear wars. Rather than ‘defence’ a
primary purpose of alliance systems and foreign bases according to declassified U.S. military documents is “to draw nuclear fire
away from the American mainland in any big war”. (ChCh Press 20/2/85. Full statement on request).

New Zealand needs fundamental changes in its foreign and defence policies to avoid nuclear war entrapment and to play a
constructive role in preventing a nuclear holocaust. Traditional thinking is that New Zealand needs big partners including the
AN.Z.U.S. pact to defend us. The nuclear war age and above revelations have not changed basic policies.

- We have constructed a national campaign to change that ‘mindset’ to a comprehensive foreign and defence policy based on
declaring New Zealand a neutral, Nuclear Weapon Free Zone, including withdrawal from military alliances, and active international
peacemaking. We call it ‘Positive Neutrality’. .

Although great support has been received, powerful forces oppose us. Regardless of the facts, some people are unable or
unwilling to change. This ‘mind-set’ coupled with apathy _a=d_nsychic numbing, are major factors preventing change within New
Zealand and internationally. .

U
FINANCIAL SUPPORT NEEDED FOR CAMPAIGN
We require support and funding for a much greater campaign, to educate the public as to the dangers of nuclear war, New
Zealand’s involvement through A.N.Z.U.S. and other agreements, and the urgent need to change our policies.
We plan to increase national advertising, mailing campaigns, help to local peace groups and others, more lecture tours,
discussions with M.P.s etc.
DIRECT FINANCIAL HELP
Periodic donations are essential to the continuation and growth of our campaigns. Some give $5 and it is a sacrifice. Others give
$50, $100, $500 and one gave $1,000. Large donations are encouraging as they enable us to move the campaign ahead in
confidence that people agree with our priorities, policies and actions. They share our sense of urgency and can afford to share our
commitment financially and believe our campaigns are the right way to deal with the problem. They can trust us to stick to our -
objectives, cultivate mass support and not move into other issues, best served by other groups. , '
We greatly appreciate your financial support. Reply coupon at bottom of page or with order form .
elp show the Americans _AMERICAN FRIENDS OF NUCLEAR FREE NEW ZEALAND  REPLY FORM % .
that our nuclear-free ) ‘
A FUND TO EDUCATE AMERICANS ABOUT THE BENEFITS OF NEW ZEALANDS

policy will help them as \
much as It helps us, be- NUCLEAR-FREE POLICIES, RCLCEIPT AND REPORT SENT TO DONORS.

cause the arms race Can-  name Address
pot go on Indefinltely N

witbout bringing annihila- City Zone ampaign Donation $

tion for all.” Please return form to' N2 Nuclear Free Zone Committee, Box 18. 1, Chniatchurch, 9
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SUPPORT ALTHRNATIVE NEW ZEALAND POLICY

”elp campaign for an alternative New Zealand Foreign and Defence Policy based on declaring New Zealand a neulral, Nuclear Weapon-
Free zone, including withdrawal lrom military alliances and active international peacemasking.

'
&

Name . Address . , ' .
City : Zone . . : Phone . Campaign Donations
Subscription to Newsletter $12-00 ... . : Will help Campaign : Send me Ll petitions . .. |

Ptanse raturn form to. N 2. Nuclear Free Zons Committee, Box 1854 1. Christchurch, 9



