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nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.

But in the light of the history of disarmament
negotiations, would other nations—really credit a Treaty under-
taking by the nuclear powers to stop the production of nclear
armaments and, if so; when - inione, three or five years time?
Is it reasonable, in the presenthworla situation, especially
in view qf the refusal of France-and China to take part in
disarmament negotiations, to ekpect the nuciear_powers now to .
make -any stronger commitment than they héve made in Article VI
of the present dréft? - ‘

; The answefs t6 both questions.are likely to be negative,
however much we might wish them to be positive. If the history
of efforts to achieve arms_control or disarmament agreements
teaches' anything, it is to put progress ahead of perféction.‘ '
The measure which we are now discussing - a partial_measure Just
one step on the long road to general and complete disarmament -
has ﬁaken éevgn years to accomplish. To wait for the nuclear
powefs to make a commitment to reduc§ nuclear arms is to run the
risk of jeopardizing early agreemen% to stop dissemination.

There would then be no legal iﬁpediment to the acquisition
of nuclear weamns, either as such or as devices to be used for
peaceful explosions. - As dissemination progeeded, there woqld
be an increased incentive for the nuclear powers to keep dhead of those
who aspired to become members of a nuclear club. In less than
two decades, the number of nuclear powers has increased from
one to five. Unless effective steps are taken without delay,
the next few years could see phat number doubled at least, with

the consequent and serious increase of insecurity, which I have

mentioned.




