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) FE in Ja "K' and aay lmuédiate proposal +o intrsiuge

' the@ waild be rejected;:® 3) Jspan's consezt would.be. required for %ha ’
insroduction of nuglear sienngns ang taa O3 h=s no interticn %o tring tham
i . .

ITI. IIFLUENCE OM NATICIAL POLICY

&. Demonstrable Effaots . ' &

d g

: . The intensity of Japenese:publis reactions to ageooiation with
'muclsar weapons in practisal wavs has limited the effectiveness of.Japan's
;sacurlt‘r arrangemandy with the US. “1a the prsgent climats of domestio- ‘.
cpicion, for example, tns Japan . Governmsmt ocould not publiol'y,"agre,e, to
rtorage by I8 forces of nuolear wodzous in Japan end still retain. office,:

(The Hatoyars govermnment tested publio opinien an this scors onfaToh. 14, -

1956, with & statement in the Diet by the Prims Ministe» that Japanp: night

i o6t oppose atomic stockpiling in Japan "if it were determined thav a pclioy

of strength was the only way to maintain peace.” In a geriss of Diet . T
interpeilations gqver the next three menths, the government was forced 4o..

retract this statement and restats its poliov ir the following termsr . '
1) the Adninistrative Agreemedt provides no aythoritv permitting Us . ’
2) thermonuclear weapons were '

‘%o iatroducs tuolear weapone in Ja an :

in without Japanese oonsant, - N

ter Shigemitsu on Jtrs 27,

‘ T T
In dafending this-poiic:, Foreizn M
ne n btained on lay 31, 1365 az

1855, Dirther-aszureds the Diet tha:z

undarctandins” from Ambassador Alliscn that IS forces vere got "in
yosamssion of nucicar weapms iz Jaras® and that he [N interdeod to

seak Japarese consems te theiy introcductiorm Thisx statemernt had i%s.
desired offect.in cutting off Dist sriticism of ‘the goverament's policys-
‘However, there was in fect -no such uncerstanding, In a secret letter_
of Juiy 7. 1955, the fgreign minister was. officially informed bty %tha..
Ezbasa; that the' ambassador "made 1d zommitwments. on lay 31 regarding
the storags of atomic weapons in Japea" and that~ "the US Goverrmen:. doos
r.ot consicer itself committed to any rarticular: course of acticn.," Iz :
reply, a lstter from the foreign minister of July 13, 195§, Z27e assurances ‘
that "aothing in the ‘disqussions. in the Dict ocormits -the I3 Government to
Any partioular course of action." [The tezor of The ¥8oly Suggests chat. thse

“BoE 5 at least to a deciaive degree, tha
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gOvermment aseorcoly g ?
objections of the Jepanese publiz %5 nuclear waapons storage.

. This corresgondencs rezmins:secret, however, and the gubiisc .
contizuss to beiipve that "importantsUS sgssurances hayg tsex cbtaineds
Thia belief was strengthaned whon the prasent -Prinme Kini:_tet;.,iw:ishi‘-;-‘ ]
Kobusuke, was intargeliated om this-subjact during a Diet zession ea”
E}‘ebrusry 11, 1957,'and’ agein refsrred tO'au'ch:.an "‘Allison-Shigem'_itsu_‘ .
egreemect” as assuring Japan's neutrali‘.:y'.in"respoot,-tomcle?r weasongs
(Apparently he did #5 against tNe recomrandations of diplomatio advisers.) -
Subsgquently, however, a storm of oppcsitica by the ‘Japanese ::ubl:.c to-fhe
contemplated deployment’ of sm astimio fask force to Japan resulted in a:

US press statemsnt that it had'nc 'imterticn of sehding sush fox"cs.m h7-

Japan and would in any event consul: Japan prior to such a. dacisicn.

Kighi later told the Diet that hs would rever agree to suoh deplioyment,
Con‘éequoz!tl;;,. the srronecua izpressia ziven by Shigemitsu tc the ‘
Jiranesg Dis% and publio has Seen sub:taxtially (though ooincidentally)
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vallidated, ard from this sequencs of events, it is olear” that Japansse
publio opinion is a comcrolling in the formlation of Ja ! )
; dmel poliov tmmﬁ'GMMt
may. te iEore accuratels the follwior thas ag tho lander °
Japanees publio opinion on this g al.question,

e

“he Sovist Union nas sxploited the irfluence of Japansase pudliq
opizion to wring yet ancther protestationm of "auslear neutrality” from
the Tokyo govarmnment, in the form of corment on the Pragds artiols of
Jamnary 23 which warzed that the USSR would counter a ouclear weabons
attask by the US frem vapm with identizal nears. Althcugh 4 Japamese
Cabinet apoxesran called this warning & "dluff” and ez "agtempt to
scars,” hs declared that Japan is not previding any Ttases for auclear
warfare and stated that his ccuntry placzs to avoid beizng iuvelved ir- war,

. ] *

i, Jdeverttasless, Zisclosurs that <ne Alyison-Shizemitsu "agreewent’ never
existnd would probably do grave damage to the conservativs political
positicn. The Sociallsts, Lif they should ccms ta powar, alght very well
caks putlin the letter from Amtassador Alliacn for its political effact,
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