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te the desirabîity of establishing a warning system whichit seemed would create greater confidence and would in anycase flot prejudice future action if a scientitic breakthrough
could be achieved. The way would then be open for theestablishment ef a tully comprehensive disarmament programme'as had been envisaged originally0

While the meetings were under way Mr. Bulganin, ina letter te Presi.dent Eisenhower presented in Washington onSeptember 20, indicated his acceptance of certain elements
of the Eisenhower proposais but in view of the approadhing
meetings of the Foreign Ministers in Geneva, th e Sub-
cexnmittee again had to discontinue its work.

As was indicated the other day in the Disarmament
commi.ssion, we were cUsappointed.at the lack ef pregress inGeneva. Tbhe,.-ailure on the part of the Foreign Mi -nisters te
reacli agreement on thie major political issues was bound te
make it more difficuit te advance in the field or disarmament
and it was soon evident that even on theý latter problem ne
progreasswould be possible.

It is significant that in.the.course or the Genevameeting the other two Western Foreign Ministers, without
abandening their objective ef a comprehensive disarmament
programme extending te ail kinds of weapons, cencurred in
the suggestion that tiiere might be put into operation a plan
to help prevent a surprise attack along the linos efllisaged
by President Eisenhower. It.will -be recalled that the
Canadian Government expressed early ini Septeinber its strong
appro.val in prîncîple, of the. Eisenhower plan, we feel that
this was a plan that was bold and imaginative'; odming as it
did from this partioular source, it was capable of giving us
and the world the kind of' confidence and- trust which we need
se mudli at this time.

I have studied ca.refully Mr. IKuznetsov's last state-
ment. The essential point lie malces is one we ourselves have
emphasîzed an along: toýachieve progress in the fieldeof

order to inorease confidence and to reduce international
tension, an advance must be made along a broad front, dealing
With the related political, economic and military problems
which divide the opposilig groups.

We agree that confidence is of the essence and that
disarmament is lînlced with the major pelitical issues facing
us.

Yet, at Greneva, where the Western Powers made an
effort to resolve th~e main outstanding political problems,
We know what was the. Soviet reaction and contribution. The
record speêkz for itel Both on the question of German
re-uflification and on tliat of European securitY, the Soviet
Un1Iion took th mos intransigent and negative attitude.
8UOh a policy vies bound to prejudice any seuliement with the
cOnsequenoes whioh oui be foreseen as to the deorease of
C0onfidence and the prospects of progress in the. field ef
disarmamnt.

C oncerning diama t th Soie Union contends
that i as acoepted the three major elements of the

Programnmes receiumended by the General Àssembly: the elimin-
O.tton or nuclear visapons, reductiOn of armed forces and
er'maments, effective iii8p6Otiofl and control.


