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The Committee 1s committed by the draft resolution
before us to the propositlon that dlsarmament 1s the most
important problem facing the world today. This idea i1s not
new, slnce disarmament has been recognized as an important
problem throughout most of the twentleth century and as both
an urgent and important one ever since the end of the Second
World War, The new fact 1n the present situatlion is that
82 countries, by putting thelr names to the draft resolution,
have subscribed directly to thls proposlition. .

Of course we have had resolutlons 1n this Assembly
before which have recognlzed the importance of comprehensive
disarmament and have set out procedures for deallng with 1it.
We have even had resolutlons on the subject with jolnt East-West
co-sponsorship. For example, in 195% there was a resolution,
the orlginal draft of which was prepared by the Canadian
Delegatlion of the day, and which was eventually co-sponsored by
Canada, the U.S.S.R., the U.S.A,, the U.K. and France. That
resolution, which was adopted uwnanimously, expressed the General
Assembly's recognition that the contlinulng development of
armaments lncreased the urgency of the need for a solution to
the disarmament problem and concluded that a& further effort
should be made to reach agreement on comprehensive and co~ordinated
proposals to be embodled 1n a draft international dlsarmament
convention. We all know only too well the fate of the negotia-
tions which were undertaken ln response to that unanimous General
Assembly appeal. This 1s no time to look backwards, but it does
seem to ime to be necessary to polnt out, as others have done,
that unanimity with respect to an objectlve does not necessarily
mean that the objective can easlly be reallzed,,

I think that the gquestlion at lssue at the moment is not
whether the goal of comprehensive disarmament under effectlve
control is desirable - we seem all to have subscribed to that =
but rather what steps: we are ready to take to avold the risk of
mutnal destrnction.



