
Senior Advisor Countryman – Right of Reply in Main Committee II 

Madam chair, I am obliged to exercise our right of reply to remarks made by the delegation of 

China. 

NATO’s nuclear burden-sharing arrangements are and have always been fully consistent with the 

NPT.  Nuclear-weapon States within the Alliance maintain absolute control and custody of their 

respective nuclear weapons.  This posture fully conforms with NPT Articles I and II, which 

prohibit the transfer of nuclear weapons or control over them to any recipient 

whatsoever.  Accusations that these arrangements are inconsistent with the NPT or a 

commitment to nuclear nonproliferation are wrong.  These arrangements have been in place 

within NATO since before the NPT entered into force in 1970.  They were thoroughly discussed 

during the NPT negotiations, and the Treaty itself reflects the U.S. and NATO’s position.  These 

arrangements were made clear to negotiating delegations and were made public at that time. 

The fact that the NPT permits such deployments was recognized without question for the first 45 

years of the Treaty.  It was first called into question at the 2015 Review Conference, when 

Russia sought to deflect criticism of its aggression against Ukraine by making false accusations 

against NATO.  And now, conveniently dismissing this long history, and to distract attention 

from its own arsenal buildup, China has called into question extended deterrent relationship and 

associated nuclear basing arrangements - arrangements that have helped to prevent 

proliferation.  Its attempts to describe it otherwise are a perversion of history and the facts, and 

should correctly be viewed as a cynical attempt to pressure those whose security depends on the 

preservation of a rules-based international order. 

As for Asia, the only States introducing additional new warheads into East Asia are China and its 

ally the DPRK. 

Every delegation in this room knows China’s geostrategic intentions. The United States, unlike 

China, does not believe that ‘undiminished security for all’ applies only to great powers.  It 

applies equally to any small state facing an expansionist neighbor.   

China's double standards are displayed in its accusation of others’ arms racing in Asia, when it is 

China that has introduced six nuclear-powered submarines and 72 nuclear-armed warheads into 

the Pacific Ocean in the last twelve years. 

China asks for transparency about submarines that carry no nuclear warheads when it is the least 

transparent of all the NWS about its own growing arsenal, and is the only plutonium-producing 

State that refuses to report its holdings to the IAEA. 

Some delegations in this room have expressed concern about the slow pace of reductions in 

nuclear arsenals.  Only one delegation in this room, namely China, believes that tripling the size 

of its nuclear arsenal within the next few years is consistent with the purpose and intent of the 

Treaty.   

 


