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bouse who speaks on this bill, no matter to
what party he belongs, will approacb the con-
sideration of the measure ini exactly the same
spirit.

We suggest to the house that it would be
wise, after second reading of the bill, to refer
it to a special committee for study. We
think that the best type of committee would
be a j oint committee of the senate and of
this house. We make this suggestion believing
that this is the most important subject for
legisiation wbich has been before a Canadian
parliament perbaps since confederation, cer-
tainly since the turn of tbe century. We
believe tbat very careful consideration should
be given to the bis which have been brougbt
in in the United States and in the United
Kingdom, and we do flot believe tbat that
can be properly and thoroughly done with
the bouse ini committee of the wbole.

The minister bas been kind enough to lend
me a copy of the UJnited Kingdom Act. One
cannot get a eopy of tbat act in the parlia-
mentary library. Nor can one get a copy
of the bill, known as the McMahon bill, whicb
bas just passed the United States senate; I
believe the minister bas a copy but copies
are flot available ini tbe iibrary. I bave bere
the Congressional Digest for May 1946, wbicb
features wbat congress is doing to solve the
problem of atomic control, (1) domestic, (2)
international, and I recommend to any mem-
bers who are interested ini the subject tbat
tbey look at this copy of tbe Con gressional
Digest. It gives a very fine review of tbe
legisiation and of the discussions wbicb have
taken place in tbe United States. I tbink it
would be belpful if the minister could bave
printed in tbe Votes and Proceedings of the
bouse for to-day a copy of the United King-
dom bill and aiso a eopy of the MeMahon
bill. If that were done, every member wbo
wisbed to do so would be in a position to
study tbese bis.

The minister bas t.old me that the United
Kingdom bill to wbicb I bave referred bas
been passed by the United Kingdom parlia-
ment. I amn not sure of thîs; perbaps 'be wil
confirm tbat to-day. I amn unable to find
from the records in our library whetber or not
the bill bas actually gone tbrougb the House
of Gommons and tbe House of Lords. It was
presented to tbe House of Gommons on May
1, but the copies of tbe Britisb Hansard whicb
bave corne to band so far do flot contain any
discussion on tbe bill, and so far as I can find,
althougb I may be wrong, it bas flot yet
actually become law.

Anotbcr reason for our suggestion that
tbis bill be studied by a speciai committee is
tbat the drafting of atomie energy legisiation

is very difficuit. Tbe Americans found tbat.
For example, I quote from page 143 of the
Con gressiorud Digest tbis statement:*

Just what is the problem in drafting atomie
legialation? The chief difficulty 18 the fart that
neyer before in bistory bas an>' government
attempted to make a-law governing the forces
of nature. It presents a multitude of tecbnical
and legal problems.

At page 139 of tbe same issue is a state-
ment by Doctor Vannevar Bush. As bon.
members know, Doctor Bush was a member of
the committee whicb was appointed by the
late President Roosevelt, two and a bail
montha before the atom bomb was used, to
consider atomie legisiation. Doctor Bush is
the cbairman of tbe United States office of
scientifie researcb and development. This is
wbat be bas to say about thbe legisiative diffi-
culties involved in atomie energy legisiation:

No more intricate and exacting problem was
ever posed to government than this one. It is
inherently complex because the science of the
atom is complex. . . -The f act that the deadly
mili.tary potentialities of the atomic bomb and
the beneficent industrial applications of atomic
power are inextricably intermixed complicates
it furtber. Preventing war is a long task, whicb
must be done bit by bit, ste p by step; s0 also
is the development of peacefui atomie power.
The two must be related in our thinking, and
wbat we do toward achievement of the one must
be weigbed in the balance of its effect on the
other.

Again, there is an aimost complete iack of
knowledge of this wbole question, not only in
this bouse but, I submit, througbout the
country. There bave not been discussions
on the radio and in open forums across Canada
sncb as those that bave taken place in tbe
United States. Our people are not informed
on ail the facts in connection witb atomie
energy. It sbould be fundamental tbat the
people as a wbole bave some understandling
of these problems before legisla tion is passed
in this bouse; otberwise our de.mocracy is not
functioning properly. It cannot function
properly if tbere is not a chance for the
people to understand something et least of
wbat is being dîscuesed in the legislatures.

I think it would be maost unwise to rush tbis
bill througb, to put it througb second reading
tbis afternoon and tbrough committee to-
nigbt and to-morrow. Instead of doing that,
we Ëhould gîve the bill second reading to-day
and send it to a special committee. It can
be dealt with again by this bouse in com-
mittee wben it cornes bac], from that special
committee. But no matter wbere or bow the
bill is to be considered, tbere are many features
wbicb sbouid be borne in mind, and this after-
noon I propose to deal with eigbt of them.
Tbere wili ha many more, but I -have pîcked
ont the eîgbt wbich in my opinion are of vital
importance.


