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followed by negotiations—possibly covering more subjects than Korea—in which the -
Chinese Communists would participate, there might still be hope of reaching such. .. i
. asettlement. At least, we would have done our best and the responsibility for failure =~ : - :

" could be placed where it would belong. ' : o ‘ ’

I know that the policy I suggest will be called “appeasement” by some. “War- o
monger”, “fascist”, “appeaser”, “red”, “peace”, “democracy”, such words are now used -
< .50 loosely and irresponsibly that their coinage has become debased. So let us not be .-
. frightened by words. The action which was taken at Munich in 1938 and which has , S
* made “appeasement” a by-word, was ‘open to two charges: that it was short-sighted . .~

because it was based on illusions about the nature of the government which was the

aggressor at that time, and that it was shameful because it sacrificed the freedom of - -

- one country in the interests of the security of others.. Neither of those accusations -

y I have outlined. It is not appeasement. It is an .
~attempt through diplomacy to reach a modus vivendi with the Asian Communist -

can be brought against the poli

.world. The United Nations Commander in Korea himself has remitted to diplomacy

;- the task of deciding what to do in Korea in this new situation created by Chinese * - o
: intervention. "It is the function of diplomacy to seek accommodation which can be
 the basis for stable relations between differing countries and systems. We have agreed - .

in the past that some such accommodation with the Soviet Union and its satellites

' _is necessary. In the present circumstances, I believe it is our duty to make every
“effort to reach such a settlement. oo : ‘

But we must not allow this process—or the situation which makes it necessary

- —to weaken our resolve or interfere with our plan to strengthen our defences. Above .
all, we must not allow it to weaken the unity, or. the friendly co-operation of those S
countries in the free world who are now working together so closely for the good

purpose of establishing conditions of stability and peace in the world.

Our task will I;e complicated by the necessity of keeping in mind both political . -

and military considerations. Both, for instance, must be present in any consideration

: . of the possible use of the atomic bomb. From the strictly legal point of view, the ~ .
atomic bomb is merely another weapon, and can be used like any other weapon. The -

" supreme crime is not the use of a particular weapon, but committing an aggression -
“which makes the use of any weapon necessary. - ’ S

- ) . . . o Loy, b3
- . The-political instinct of people throughout  the world, however, has insisted -

—and I think rightly—that the atomic bomb is different from other weapons. Not only
is its destructive power far greater than that of any other weapon, but it was created

~*.as a result of the deepest penetration that man has vet made into the fundamental -

%, - secrets of Nature, and if used widely enough, might destroy all life on this planet.

. " Whether or not to use a weapon of that kind should surely not be decided by the
.. application of the same criteria applicable to other weapons, or by unilateral de-

* *  tcision, no matter what the technical and legal position may be. At a time of mili- -
' tary reverses, when soldiers- are trapped and encircled and are dying desperately,
~ there will naturally be a strong temptation to sanction the use of the atomic bomb. *
. Anyone considering such authorization, however, must remember that the fate of - -
;. the whole world may depend on the decision. The atomic bomb is universally re-

‘garded as the ultimate weapon. - It should be treated as such.

This is a time of degperately hard decisions. It is also a time which will demand

" greater sacrifices than we in Canada have ever before been asked to make; and with- . -
: . out much of the stimulation and excitement and feeling of survival or extinction that
.~ accompanies a shooting war. T : S

.. It may be that in the days ahead the process of negotiation which I have sug-
““ gested will become impossible or will be tried and fail. Then those who use force -
" will have to be met by all the force we can muster in the free world. Until that time, .
" however, we must guard freedom by wisdom, as well as by arms. - i
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