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The Prime Minister of France introduced thesuggestion that some of the savings resulting from disarm-ament measures couid be used through an international
economic organization to carry out a world-wide programmeof assistance to under-developed countries. Re envisagedthat financial and budgetary controls couid be provided inthe general systems of control which had been planned aspart of a disarmarnent programme.

In addition to the new proposais by the UnitedStates and Fra 'nce, a third Western proposai, introduced atGeneva by Prime Minister Eden, was intended as a practicaiexperiment, particuiarly in the field of control and
inspectiLon.

The Soviet Union addedlittie in Geneva to itsproposais of May 10,submitted in the Disarmament Sub-"coznmittee. The Soviet'Prime Minister reiterated at fËirsthuas Governient's suggestion for the withdrawal cf-foreigUtroopa, the settiement of Far Eastern issues and thenormalization of trade relations. Most of the proposais
contained in the Soviet plan of May 10 were confirmed iniGeneva either in Mfr. Bulganints opening statement or in the'Disarmament Paper which lie tabled on July 21.

<These various proposais were reoeived in tii. gefle8atmosphere of confidence and optimism, whioh had been genOtetby the meeting and it was a matter of great satisfac tion to4my Goveranent, and I am sure to ail c f us, that there shi0Udhave been unanimous agreement on the continuation of theDisarmament Sub-committee discussions on August' 29 in Ne'WYork.0 It is true that in Geneva, in spite of the. friefl±nea of the discussions and the. sincerity of those wh0 iiad
made proposais, there had'been no real niarrowingà of thie 8between the Western and the Soviet position. The. SoietGovernment did not clarify their position on the. questioiecontrol and they did not then react to President Eisenh0v"917
suggestion of a new approaci to the problem.

The. Sub-comniîttee reconvened in New Yorkc on Au9u9ýZ9 in accordance with the. agreement r.ached at the Big FourConference where it had been agred that the represeit'e
on the. Sub-coznmittee should 'Italce into account in their'orthie views and the. proposais advanced by the Heada ofGovernment at this conference".

The. Sub-oommittee discussions were not, franlYe'
fruitful as we iiad iioped. Attempta were made in the 0Ouroeof these discussions to seek clarification on a numlber Opoints and in particular on the, essential question 0fcontroi, As on previous occasions the Soviet repre8sertaiýO
failed to provide the required clarification of their 4Y
proposais, I should like to digress here: 1 beiOve 15,"tin thes, matters of delicate negetiation, temper and 'ee
mean a great deal. While I cannot feel very happy 'iI ePosition taken by the Soviet Union, I cannot oominend tOIligiily the manner of 1Mr. Sobolev as a member 0f thie S
OMM±te,

In the course of the meetings ut emerged tia iSv ,the scientîfic tacts of the situation, while a compI'Oje4eystem or disarmament extending to nuolear weapOnslueinethe* goal tiiere were immlediate difficulties ini plans Calogefor their elimination, The. Sub-committee digcussionS Pot


