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z"ﬁ". Fnacher handed Mr. Spesres the E@omeﬁt‘s reply {attached for seiect s
posts) to the U.X., Foreign Office study of control over nuclear energy programs in
the ﬁea East which had been left with Deputy Assistant Secretary Grant by
Mr. Greenhill on Februsry 14. Mr. Thecher swmerized the mein elements of the
Department's reply a&s follows:

1. OQCur reply stresses the view thet we fully sgree on the desirsbility of
bringing Near East nuclear development under IAEA control.

2. There are, however, two features of the IAEA system which would meke an
exercise to "pressure” Israel intc its immediate acceptance of doubtful utility.
First, both partners to 2 bilateral atomic energy sgreement must be brought under
TAEA contrcls, to a degree, if thess are accepted by one. Isreel's fuel elements
for Dirons will come from France. For Israel to be brought in under the IAEA
system, France would alsc have 1o be willing toc have the IAEA inspect irradisted
elements uwpon their return. At present, it seems most Mlkelj France would aﬁce?at
this. BSecond, IAEA controls do not become operative until a reacitor goes eritiesl.
It is obviously the period before Dimona goes cribtical that is most *ssswriwome as

regards Aveb reaction.

3. :Despite these shorit-run obstacles, the acceptance of IABA controls she g v
be our objective. Pending acceptance, we share the Foreign Office view on the
desirability of interim, ad hoc inspection measures to satisfy onwseivesﬁa&‘uhe
world-at~-large as 1o .;.srae}.*s intentions. b
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y 4. ¥e have very high regerd for Censda’s technical competence end
- ije&%ivitye However, we doubt Canadisn inspection of Isrzel's nuclesr
facilities would serve a purpose very different from 1.8, inspection.

Canada has been closely assccisted with Britain end the U.S. in the I48EA.
If what is desired is “neutral” inspection that will ccuvinee the Arebs
end cthers, we think there would be other countries who have the technical
qualifications who would be regarded as more "neubtral” than Cansds end thus
betier serve our common objective.

5. It is with this in mind that we have had guiet discussions with
Sweden with a view to that country’s accepting the role of first neutral,
opé€n visitor tc Dimona. These discussions have not yet been conclusive, but
the Swedes have not &ppeared opposed in principle to undertake this role.

6. If errangements for an open, neutrsl visit are not completed in the
fairly near future, we are ¥illing to consider a further secrat visit by U.S.
scientists.

- We are very grateful that the Foredi Cifice has shared its views
gn

with us. Ve would be glad to have Foreign Office somments on our reply. ¥We
lock forward to continued close consultation on this issue.

Mr. Speares expressed appreciation for the Demriment's reply vwhich will
be conveysd %o the Foreign Office. He noted that Censds had been referred io
in the Foreign Office study because it seems the country best qualified in sl1
respects to undertake the inspection role. In addition +o its technical
competence and reasonably central position in Arab-Israel affairs, its relation-
ship with the U.X. is such as %o ensure full sharing of information gained.

Mr. Thacher reiterated the view that, in the latter respect, Canadian
inspection would not accompiish anything not already obtainsble through .8,
visits.
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