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will increase at an exponentiai rate. Bef ore long, 120 tons
of plutonium wiii be lying around in the world.

The question is not so much how we are to deai with the
situation today, which seems to concern the Secretary of
State for External Affairs: it is, what are the iong-term
implications of this buid-up and is there an alternative?

Dr. Frank Barnaby, writing in the New Scientist, esti-
mates that in ten years the 120 tons of plutonium will
increase to about 1,400 tons. Testifying on United States
nuclear non-proliferation policy bef ore a Senate comrnittee
of the United States, Secretary Kissinger said:
-we support the worldwide goal of finding alternative sources of
energy to reduce reliance on oil.

The Secretary of State for Externai Affairs aiiuded to
this. Secretary Kissinger went on to say:

Yet a progressive pattern of proliferation could set back, if flot
cripple entirely, the continued growth of peaceful nuclear energy to
service mankind's needs, as exporters and iniporters alike came to lose
confidence in the ability of the international systeni to find effective
techniques for realizing the peaceful benefits of nuclear energy while
eliminating its inherent security risk-

Mr. Kissinger, whose country is involved with the
exporting of nuclear technology and materiais, has
expressed far greater caution than that expressed by the
minister in giving the sort of assurances he gave us this
af ternoon.

Miss Bégin: My goodness; what is that? You are wrong.

Mr. MacDonald (Egmont): My goodness; I arn right.

Miss Bégin: No, you are wrong.

Mr. MacDonald (Egmont): I hope we shall hear the
views of the parliamentary secretary later in this debate.

Miss Bégin: Be assured, you will.

Mr. MacDonald (Egmnont): Perhaps she can correct her
mentor, the Secretary of State for External Affairs, and
give the kind of assurances he could not give this after-
noon. Unlike a few other countries, we are not exporting
nuclear weapons per se. Yet we are certainly trafficking in
the nuclear hazard and the potentiai for destruction. Pro-
liferation does not merely mean that there is to be a spread
of nuclear weapons to more nation states who to a varying
degree have a stake in the present international systern;
proliferation means that there is a greater iikeiihood of
such weapons failing into the hands of disenchanted
individuals or terrorist groups. I did flot hear the Secretary
of State for External Affairs allude t0 this fact which. is of
growing concern to many countries-not merely to those
directly invoived in the export of nuclear technology, ma-
teniais and equipment. He did not speak about the danger
which would arise if this technology were to fali into
irresponsible hands.

An hon. Mernber: Sheer rubbish.

Mr. MacDonald (Egmont): Mr. Speaker, an hon.member opposite says, "Sheer rubbish." He is ridiculing
the views of responsibie scientista who know the possibili-
ties of misuse.

An hon. Memnber: What responsibie scieritists?
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Mr. MacDonald (Egmont): Surely hon. members oppo-

site cannot ignore the views of increasing numbers of
responsible people who have been involved in nuclear
development. Surely hon. members will flot f iy in the face
of established facts. Increasingly, we face the situation in
which the spread of nuclear technology increases the
likelihood of nuclear terrorismn and blackmail.

An hon. Memnber: Corne off it.

Mr. MacDonald (Egmont)- The October, 1975, confer-
ence sponsored by the Stanley Foundation listed five
consequences of proliferation. First, there is the possibiiity
of thef t of nuclear weapons. I did not hear the Secretary of
State for Externai Affairs give assurances to alleviate our
fears about the possibiiity of nuclear thef t. If hon. mem-
bers opposite think this 15 not a danger, I hope they can
provide better assurances than were provided by the Secre-
tary of State for Externai Affairs and his officiais to set at
rest the concern of many countries about these matters. In
recent years we have become only too familiar with acts of
terrorism. In years to corne, nuclear materiais wifl become
more pientiful. Stockpiie depots wiii become more abun-
dant. If there is no effective control with respect to secu-
rity, the likelihood of these materials f alling into irrespon-
sible hands is obviously that much greater. I would have
thought that, in addition to the possible use of nuclear
technology and materiais for terrorist activities, the pros-
pect of the thef t of plutonium for contamination purposes
wouid in itseif be serious. In addition, I do not think any
attention has been paid to the possible sabotage of nuclear
powered plants or to waste storage facilities being properly
established to prevent the release of radio activity, or to
the growing threat of pollution problems which have been
a matter of concern even in this country, one which has
taken the lead in deveioping this whole technology.
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It strikes me as ludicrous, if it were not so tragic, that on
the one hand the minister can argue that we have in a
sense led the field in the deveiopment of nuclear technolo-
gy, whiie on the other we are apparently not reaily con-
cerned about adequate standards in the long term for the
saf e disposai of waste products in countries which have
littie sophistication in the nuclear field.

Some three or four weeks ago I asked the Secretary of
State for External Affairs a question with respect to one
specific safeguard which might, on an interirn basis at
ieast, offer sorne protection. I understood from the answer
I received that either the government was unaware of the
suggestion or that it was not under active consideration. I

wsreferring to the suggestion by U.S. Secretary of State
Kissinger that regionaiiy controiled nuclear fuel centres
might be established, to include centres for fuel classifica-
tion, plutonium reprocessing, waste management and
storage.

In the comments the Secretary of State for External
Affairs made with respect to safeguards it was obvious he
avoided dealing with the rnost basic element in any effec-
tive safeguard system, which is the question of enforce-
ment. He did not tell us what, if any, sanctions or penalties
existed for non-compliance with the safeguards. He did not
refer to any sanctions or to any penalties, or to any means
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