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rodio broadcasts of other nations

It is perhaps significant that the governments wherc this situation
of freedom exists and which are rcpresented in the United Kations Commission
for Conventional Armaments have all approved the working paper submitted on
the initiative of the Government of Frence, which provided for the subnmission
vy each nation of information in this field and for the necessary surveys and
checks to substantiate such information put forward by themsclves and by other
comtries. The Soviet Union and Ukrainian rep*csen atives in this Cormission
rave opposed this proposal for substantiation of informatioz. And that is
disturbing, if not, perhaps, surprising. These represeantatives have denounced
the plan for such surveys and substantiation as a scheme to make of the United
Jations a branch of what is called an "Anglo-American Intellizence Service™.
is recently as October 1l in this Council, the representative of the Ukrain-
jan Se5.s repoated thesc bascless charges. If this atiitude persisis, it
is difficult for us to see what p-ogrcss can be made in the lmltatloq and
rcductlo*x of amanﬂwntg. :

) oviet Union opposition to the pglan for surveys adopted by the
Commission in response to the instruction of the General Assembly is justified
by en insistence on what is, in our view, an outmoded and old-fashioned con-
cept of unrestricted national sovereignty which would make international pro-
gress in this f'ield of disarmanent and, mdeed in other ficlds practically

impossible. - - . . A
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So far as the Canadian Government is concerned, we levour the
fullest possible interchange of .information on armaments and verirication of
such mformtion. Our French colleague has submitted an alternetive proposal
to the Soviet Union resolution, and:this provides for such verification. I
hope thet our Soviet Union colleajgue can prove the sincerity oi his rcsolution
by supportin; this alternative and by agreeing that any mform ion which his
Government may give in this field chall be subjected, like that siven Uy other
governmants, o impartial intern=tional investijation.

Turninz now for a moment to the question of inforimtion on atomic
wezpons, it is our opinion T2t hat o nx,c.(l tere is & lrec poolin: of sub-
stantiated information and, indced, of racilities and activities in this
vitally important field as gart of, and this, I thinl;, is essenticl, a
co-operative international effort to conirol rnuclear forces and ensure their
use for peaceful purposes alone and to cnsure also the effective prohibition

of amomic weapons and their elimination from national armaments.

It is a fact, borne out throush years of in*unsive stud: in the

Inited Yations Atomic snergy Comaission and elsewliers, that effcctive veri-
fication of the amount of nuclear materals in Leing or in production, and the
effective prevention of clande..tmf‘ diversion to sceretly stocked weapon can
be accomplished, in the present state of cur technical lmowled dre, only through
international manage: .en‘:, and opcration of plants handling dangerous guantities
of atomic verml., and throuch inspection of other phe'ses such as mining and
nilling,

iy sovernment has lon;; been prepared, and is nox prepared, to
accept the dezree 01 in .ermtlonal co-operation and thes nceessary lznlpatlons
01 national sovereign®y vhich world security in this ficld rcquires. That
being our view, e \.111 not be in a positicn to supgort any cflort to mislead
the world on this importent matter by srotonding that in default of such con-

trals, hurnnity neced not fear the use of atonmic weapons if, in fact, that is
D0t the case.  But we will cortainly suppori cvery -cenuine and effective pro-
P52l to remove that fear.

I do nnt sug,cst $hat the Cecurity Council can cscitle or cven
ade‘h‘a'cely consider this complicated question of the control ol atomic cnergy
n this discus sion. The General As.;eﬁbly rasz ref'errcd consideration of this
Question to the Atomic dnergy vommission and has a sked the six permanent




