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lI other words while we go ahead with negotiati9ans
on diarament jet us be movlng at theo snre tijne
for th setin ip of pec-keig< macnery.

"Finaly the newy propo5sa represent a genuine
atternpt to taike accourit of earlier Soviet postions.
They have been carefully balanced ta make quite
certain that their adoption would not resuit in a
military advantage for any one state or group of
states. Moreover, they are anot prestedf on a take-it-
or-leave-it basis but as a otibto ta constrc-
tive negotiatiotis.

"<h would not b. vrofitable for me to go further

'ip thieir countrÎes, to improve the lot of humantty --

.al these things that are worth while and that are n .ot
derstructive but are constructive. This, of course, is

what we a1l teally want. No one here wants ta be
wasting a lot of time talkdng about weapons and dis-
armament and allthet sort of business. We have to do
it because o~f existing conditionis.

"Uere, now, we have a chance on tht. disarma-
ment questioni tao get something really worth while
under way and I hope that the United States and the

Soviet UiJnon will agree on a forum. After ail, there
is tiot mirch difference between thirteen and nineteen
or twenty -- it is reaily a nualbers garne. Let thpai

agree on that and lot the test of us offer out fuil co-

opertlton. Soie of us wiuld be on the negotiat1ng
body, others would ppt, but they could perhxaps work
on a comiittee wih was studying sou&e parclar
subject, in any eveat it ia important that '.hatever
countries are going to do the negotiating will have

the great interest and the abiding good will of ail the

other countries, bocause we ill hae sp much at
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