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said that he #ltipposed py

would not be very dissimils 0 tho: the average pliblic man

country outside of the\military services. I do 6t know just

to understand by that bud I take i 12t he here a difference of

opinion in the U.5. between\those who have someftechnical

J

/

matters and those who have nof. imd the only'difference of
could think might exist is th“tv?he man outside the services is more in favour
of disarmament than the man who is iﬁkthoﬁ.

I am not going to waste my time or yours by 0! i usual
platitudes about the common interests and the common 1 Qv K- of my country
and yours, about the century and more of pea has existed 2long our

/)
border. In this particular corner of X An a we hs kept the
peace because it was the best thing to d 1 LS 6 ¥ ; no adequat
reason for doing anything else. ] ig lout that our interests are
very closely linked together. i im >anada to be prosperous

if the 5 S not prosperous, the U, still looks to Canada as its best
customer. Peace in our case is obviously good business. I suppose that
is why you find it possible to invite me as a Canadian to preside over this
meeting, and I shall speak to you just as frankly ass if

This is a political and a2 national organization. Its members are
draw: from one side of politics in one country. L€t me say at once that th
subject which we are discussing today cannot be discussed in terms of politics
or from the point of view of one country., That has been the trouble with
almost all of the discussion that has ever take place. There has been
far too much pdlitics and far too little policy. Disarmament, I repeat,
is not a question for any party or any country: it is a question for the world.

You must the. bounds of party and of country if you are going

give 1 he consideration it deserves.




