You will see from this, Mr, Chairman, that the
Question of disarmament looms very large in our minds and

that we view with deep concern the unwillingness of the U B.S.R.

One of your main broposals is that an obligation be
adopted by the nations bossessing nuclear weapons not to use
these weapons and to cease the testing of nuclear weapons at
& given date., We should point out that some time ago the
USS,S.R, did accept the principle, in the course of discussion
in the Disarmament Sub-committee, that an obligation not to
Ege nuclear weapons might be subject to the condition that

S 1s a factor which certainly could be bursued further if
isarmament talks were resumed, 1In general, we shall continue
%0 advocate the proposals which we supported at the recent
" Session of the UN Assembly. I would 1ike, furthermore, to
w Taw your attention to the flexible approach adopted in the
© MATO Communiqué that was designed to facilitate the reopening
°f discussions at an early date, ' .

Rather than debate again the major issues on which
our points of view diverge, I think it might be useful in
this letter to concentrate on matters of particular concern
interest to Canaga, Thus in reference to NATO policies,
Jou refer to the existence of United States bases on Canadian
8011, Canada has every right to take measures of self-defence
0d any actions it takes in this regard come within the
D?OVISions of the UN Charter., Our defence measures = whether
Mggken alone or in concert with friendly countries - result
- W.0m a conviction that such measures are necessary. Our
- Teadiness to bring about conditions in which the need SO
~ Sefence measures will be lessened was shown last summer when
(QJCEQVe assurance that in the context of a disarmament agreement
g the Canadian Government would be willing to open all or part
X Canada to aerial and ground inspection on a basis of
i "qlbrocity. It seems to me that this is the type of Proposal
;\?hi should prove attractive to both our countries since we
f 3o Deighbours across the Arctic, I have in mind in particular
- 18 Jing of proposal Canada Jjolned in sponsoring last August
lquOlving a system of inspection in the Arctic reglons. We
T€ w11ling then and are willing now to take such action in
é:r to provide assurance against the fear of surprise
ack

i 1 elated to this 1s your assertion that
Smpt tgeggggg gﬁe :@gtus quo by force would have catastrophic
v cauences, Without equivocation we assert that Canada rejects
e ttempt to impose territorial changes by force. Tt is not

T what comes within your definition of status quo, and

1s something on which more information would be we lcome,
c‘nadian Government continues to be concerned about the

Atlon exercised by the U.S.S.R. over Eastern European




