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say the same of the so-called scientific commissions which
were engineered by the Communists to prove their case. *

The distinguished representative of the Soviet
Union said here on Monday that the impartial commission, . |
proposed by the Assembly to investigate the charges, Waﬂwd
set up on "an improper basis"™ and could only have preseQ,
conclusions "dictated by the United States.™ Mr. Malik s{
researches are usually thorough, but it seems to e he‘mﬁﬁ
have forgotten that the Assembly proposed that the coumﬂf
to be represented on the commission would be Brazil, EGﬂ;;
Pakistan, Sweden, and Uruguay. If he has not forgotten,
the distinguished representative of Brazil pointed out “%”
him this morning, his references to these independent Stﬂm
provide us with one more indication of the distorted visi
which Soviet eyes seem to have of the outside world.

If the impartiality and objectivity of the
proposed commission is conceded, then the only other
argument left for the refusal of the Communists to admit
them, is the equally transparent excuse that the Chinese
Communists and North Koreans were not present at our
proceedings when we decided that an attempt should be mad®
to have an impartial investigation of the facts. This ;
argument was used by the distinguished representative of -
the Soviet Union on Monday and by the distinguished repreé”
sentative of Czechoslovakia this morning. It pre-—suppo”es
that we, in this Committee, were going to conduet our OWP
investigations:sof the facts; hear evidence on both sides;
and sit in judgment on this matter. But nothing of the 5
kind was ever proposed. No one can pretend that the memb®
~of this Committee, whatever our other merits, would be
competent to set ourselves up as such a court of inquiry-
No, our proposal was to have that inquiry conducted, not
in New York, but on the spot, where presumably, if anwwh”@’
there was evidence to back up the charges;:and not g
political representatives who might have been partial to
one side or the other, but by scientists from neutral =
countries. The fact that such an inquiry was turnedq gown
Flat is, to my mind, conclusive evidencée that there was
~_never any substance behind these charges whatsoever,

As the leader of my delegation, Mr. Pearson, saigd in the
Canadian House of Commons on May 12, 1952, #the charges

are 1n fact so false, so fantastic, that it would

normally be unwise to dignify them by official denials."

The United States delegation has, if I may say
so; acted with great restraint in notddemanding an out-
right condemnation of those who, having Tepeatedly made
false charges and broadcast them from the roof-tops for
many months, refuse-any and every attempt to secure an
impartial investigation of the facts. It would, I gyp-
pose, have been too much to hope that the gSoyiet delega-
tion would, for its part, have refrained from sSubmitting
a resolution. But the temptation to try to distract
~the Committee's attention to a subject less °mb‘rrassing

to the Soviet Union was too great. We therefore have
before us a resolution asking all governments that have
not already acceded to or ratified the Geneva P’°t0col
to do so. :

This quite gratuitous piece of advice i
proposed some twenty-eight years after the eventy 14
comes before this Committee when we are considepy
certain specific charges;, and not the general Quest oy



