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Is Mr. Vishinsky prepared to accept quotas, if other nations will
also do so, on the amount of nuclear fuel to be produced in his territory?

Is MNr. Vishinsky prepared, as the rest of us are, to accept limits
to the size and nature of atomic energy facilities to be maintained in
his territory?

Is Mr., Vishinsky prepared, as the rest of us are, to give up the
right of his Government to act alone to produce and possess atomic explosives,
so that the world may have confidence that such explosives can never be
used in a surprise attack on the cities of men? I ask these questions in all
seriousness. I know that Mr., Vishinsky stated that he will allow inter-
pational inspectors to visit, at periodic and pre-arranged times, such atomic
energy facilities as he may choose to declare to an international agency. 1Is
he prepareg to go beyond this, as we are, so as to satisfy us, as we will
satisfy him, that there can be no evasions of the prohibition of atomic
weapons?

If Mr. Vishinsky can answer these questions in the affirmative then
this debate will have taken humanity a great step forward toward peace.

If he cannot so answer them, then we are rightly apprehensive. For
~we cannot depend on anyone's unverified word in these matters - nor do we ask
others to accept our unproved pledge.

The peoples of all countries, and the governments of rmost countries,
in which I certainly include my own, want disarmament. Jie want complete
disarmament in the field of atomic weapons, and very substantial disarmament
indeed in the field of conventional weapons. Yet we cannot disarm uni-
laterally. ‘e learned in the 1530's that when democracies disarm, in the
face of totalitarian dictators, they may encourage such dictators to commit
aggression. Humanity learned also in the 1930's, that honeyed words and
assurances of peaceful intentions from dictators are not enough., In the 1930's
the world paid too much heed to such assurances, and the false sense of
security thus engendered, proved to be the precursor of war.

vwe cannot afford to gamble with international security. iie cannot
afford to disregard the fear in men's hearts. That fear must be allayed not
by peace resolutions, but by peace policies, on the part of all great nations.

That is why we seek to link the prohibition of atomic weapons with
the establishment of effective control. That is why we link the question
of reducing conventional armaments with proposals to establish methods of
inspection and verification.

When kr. Vishinsky rejects such effective controls, as he did last
week in the Ad Hoc Committee, and when his representatives veto proposals
for verification of arrmaments, as they did last month in the Security Council,
we cannot help wondering at his motives. :

There is a limit to chicanery. But did Lenin believe there was
such a 1imit? Mr. Vishinsky will recall that Lenin, in his work entitled
"The Infantile Sickness of leftism in Corrmnism, said:

"It is necessary.......to use any ruse, cunning, unlawful method,
evasion, concealment of the truth,."

The experience which rost of us here have had with corrmunists in our own
countries suggests that these principles, laid down many years ago by
Ienin, are all too often applied as a matter of policy by that party which
Seeks to substitute nihilist materialism for the moral and religious basis
of free civilizations.

Wie rust also be apprehensive about a political and economic

/oystemea..




