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Mwtn't the United States catch up or get 
ahead of the Soviet Union in the a r m  
ram before negotiatlng any further on 
di-ent f 

The Sovtet Union is not going to stand s d l l  
wUe we catch up. Moreover, rapid techn* 
logtcd advances make exact m l l l t y  equality 
at any ven moment a mirage. f we et 
dearly &ad, the Soviet Union wil l  have %e 
same doubts that we have now about negw 
tiatingo Meanwhile, explosive tensions mount. 

There is no more likelihood the arms race 
. wil i  stop when missiles have been r *ected than when the atomic, and then the ydrogen 

bomb were develo d. The race for and-missile- 
mi~siles, hu e unkrground shelters m chemical 
and baeterl~ogierl wea ns may follow. More 
and more countries wd%come able to make 
nuclear weapuns, countries which may be gov- 
erned by extreme nationalists. dictators or ad- 
venturers. Therefore delayin serious dkarma- di ment negotiations is f'utlle an may be fatal. 

Bar cam we expect the Soviet Union, from 
it8 present porition, of etrength, to nego- 
tiate any agreement that would be fair 
to us? 

It is certainly hard for any nation to forego 
taking advanta of its relative ~trength-wit- 
ness years of r oviet Union attempts to gain 
military and propaganda advantages in the UN 
disarmament negotiations. However, &ere are 
now enormous pressures for agreement: 

+ Each of the great power blocs knows that the 
other already has the power to annuate it. 

Both sides recognize great dangers to them- 
selves if other nations develop H-bombs. 

Even our allies are questioning whether 
mutual defense pacts may not be suicide pacts. 

Both sides say that the realize the utter 
im racticabfllty of war wit{ present weapons 
an 11 the folly of impoverishing themselves for 
more and more weapons which have no sane 
use. 

Vast neutral areas of the world demand some 
assurance of peace. 

If both major power blocs are really ready to 
reject an endless future of mutual terror. both 
may be ready, for the first time, to ne otiate for 
disarmament seMudg. Then surely $ inpmi- 
ous human mind that can split the atom and 
explore outer space can also devise a fair and 
reasonable procedure for disarmament, 



How Could World Dimmmmmt Workf 
--: Obvfousl wmld dislmnnmmt re* far- 

reaching c g anges in relations between nations- 
and inside nations. lt must therefore be a h e d  
in stages-all the more reason fm beginning 
now. 

One of the h t  steps ie to reach agreement 
on the ultimate od. In 1959, the 82 nations 
tn the UN un&wsly approved r rem1utlon 
calling for "general and complete disarma- 
ment. But it is unclear whether the worId'~ 
leaders fully understand the mpIlcaffms of such 
a goal and are ready to commit themselve.$ to it 
wholeheartedly. 

There are several areas in which immediate 
progress toward world disannameat is possible. 

1. Disco&imue nuchar mwponm tesk. Real 
ss has h e n  made toward a treaty to end 

%Keats. If ~ u c b  a treaty is signed, inspec- 
tion stations manned b East-West staffs would 
be set up in the Soviet bnion, the United Stata~ 
and elsewhere. This would be a fundamental 
breakthrough toward world ace. It would 
pave the way for more far-ma& steps toward 
general disarmament. 

A test ban would be mlaWely easy to inspect 
and would halt dangers to human health and 
heredity from fallout. Cessation of tests would 
not do awa with nuclear weapons now in being, 
but it wo d d prevent the testing of s d l l  more 
destructive weapons. A test ban would prevent 
the many countries now on the eve of pro- 
ducing nuclear weapons from polluting the air 
by testing them and from complicating the 
international situation by becoming nuclear 
powers. 

2. Pretrent sur rke  dtmck. If nations 
could be assured o&r natians were not plan- 
nin aggressive moves against them, tensions 
wo 3 d be eased. International ins ctors could 
be stationed at key road, r d  an F airport and 
harbor areas. Notiflcaffon could be given of 
missile A & g .  

Agreement should be reached soon to place 
all further development of missiles, space plat- 
forms, reeonnafssance satellites and similax de- 
vices under UN control. Outer space should 
be used for peaceful purposes only. 

3. Stop production of nuclear toeaponr. 
The United Statea and Russia have already 
stockpiled enough nuclear weapons to destroy 
each other many times over. Production of 
fissionable material for weapons urposee should 
be cut off and diverted to pulpare*. 

4. Disengage /orma in Central Europe. 
Withdrawal of Soviet and U.S. military forces 
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Steps toward world dis-t m-. :& I 

& a s  aimed at abohhing war and @m&# - 

Ufe for all. mankind. . F a  

Bmt Is Dhmmment M y  Safe* 
Not absduteIy safe-we must make a &otog a 

between a calculated risk and an ~~ 
r i ~ k ,  We run enormous rbb every day I 

arm8 race continues. 
All current disarmament propode m Wed 

, 

on as ade uate an bspectlon system as man w 
d-. & aeemS hhitd~ S* tbp. 
pfesent reliance on notbing but the gad 
of the leaders both of hh own m t r g  and d 
potential enemies to preserve him thm@ &a 
night. 

Cmdder how the major p w e n  tend ta bg 
come Lnvolwd h every small war. 
how the United States L re arb to &$kt 
limited" nuclear nw witg Pwd n& 
weapons. Consider the temptaw of &e ma)par 

IY em to forestall each other with a 
low.- Consider that a shower of me@&$em 

might force a spllt second ddabn as to whetbet 
an attack had started that requimd m t a h t ~ $  
measures. Consider that one h h r  or m e  
missile can now carry an R-lmub with 

er than all the Ibomb~ d q p d  
[:?Eder es !F uring all of world War XI. 

Faced with this exatme W, dmdddt m 
embark on a crash program for I@ dhraa- 
ment and the devel ent of w d d  law7 
Shouldn't r e  explore a!&nadoedl to Mclesr 
war, including non-vhlent mtbtame? hmas- 
ingly, thoughtful pople are a that nm- 



cooperation and non-violent resistance have 
become the only practical recourse against 
aggression, since modern war means mutual 
annihilation no matter who is the aggmwz, ox 
who is the victim. or who *wins." 

HOW Could W e  D d  with In-dd 
Disputes in a Disarmed Wdd? 
The pattern for dealing with disputes -a human kings was fairly satlsfactody t ~ m  

out long ago. Law, with police and carts fm 
its enforcement, is the most praetiedde 
yet devised. At the intematimd G 
every otber level, the ddopmtmt d Unibed 
Nations law-making and lawdordn rn- 
erg will have to accompany the &-d rb: 
lence as the accepted method & d g  
disputes. 
Think for a moment how a wmld af law and 

order wodd increase our eee 
mean for m a l l  nations now 
by the big powers. 

But how, 3f we don't have 
can we thwart the ComdmWs' 

- 

to control the whole niorldf- 
Remember that world dlearmhmmk &d 

deprive the Soviet Unfon af nmm for milkuy 
aggression In the same 
deprive the United State8 means for 
resistance. 

vuit- 

This is likely to Ix the wo it witl continue 
to spread and this can't be c ~ l m ~ a t t d  wi& ~ e ,  
ments. In fact, the more o& momep aad a&m 
tian are concentrated on arms, the leas m y  
we are to stop the spread of t o t a b d d m  i 
the only way it can be atoppd--, by 
helping the ~ 0 r 1 d ' ~  people to rahe &edr lkPln 
standards and by letting dmmracy rll id! 
to them on its merIta, 

The merits of democracy are rr mmt tn a 
peaceful and prosperin world. E P M  
and hungry w d d ,  to Jmimim hnbhm. 

How About My Chances of &khg a fdv- 
iry, if Disarmament Startap 

We have a right to ask whether diertrmament 
will cause a business dmmsfm that wfn rob 
mfliions of us of our ~ m d .  



Wed& far more W s ,  ma&, hmphb a., 
fa forsi afd to raise world living st&. 
they c d h e l p  prevent u n e m p ~ ~ t .  ~rndud 
dimmament would permit same tax ducduns 

; w W  put more money into conmuma' pkets .  
Wemment  msiatance to industries, workem~ 
a d  cmnmunftfes hard hit by the loss of defame 
mitracts 4 prevent undue hrrrdshtp. We 
must demand that government agmdes be 1 
-to carefully researched d h  
iuruncnt & z ' z d  morder1'~r tnnsitlon from 
d h  work to d a m  work. 

Wenlw8fmceop~mmmon~und  ppr 
o m P ~ ~ t o w o * k o n  our Mhopsfor 
aaAttrr 'dt . lmamr?nt ,  the medon of world . 
%aPrd*-of war. 

--tinnal hmoraIity has brought uu to a 
-be gltgBt. In a world where we have all 
k m a w  the chest of n e i g b ,  we have f d d  
to + to bmmational relrrtims the prinddea 
b f k w  andohrand  the basicdecendes which 
1 R e ~ m ~ a t d & l e v e l s o f  
sQcketg. 

~ b ~ o t m n y p a t h ~ o d t y a a d ~  
r f t l h  W ~ 4 l m b e ~ o n I g b y t h e f a i t h t b a L  
dl + bmtbm of the .ams r p M d  
- h & Q d e d b y G o d t a h -  
d o u t  v i o l o p ~  eagaBle of d 
e nerd% aftam God-,#hem xilIr""%ma 
fd& k q g b  to m p t ,  and take 
flna.rtepa OM of the b m l -  pit fat0 w w  
~4hmsJidhqlp  

AltWlimPrd oopiy asdabic  from: 

+s clam 
m HATiONAL WISLaT1rn 

%E W S h w ~  N. E, Wahington 2, D. C. 
Area FCL Oficds: 

ZlHI L.irt sarsl, S u  Fraacisco 2I, California 
lM Alarth h d m n  Avenue, P d m m  4 California 
5132 h r h  W-wn Avaant, Chic- 15, I bm in  
md: 
c w  31 wh, pkrr pa&&; gmntiw r&4 d a b t e  

b OW k Am SOCIAL COIIWNS, h t  Y* 
d F ~ 1 0 l ~ c r B I l 1 I M v e . ~  

3 d .  
FWhs h a  Co~llal& F K i p b l r  Y d y  

M ~ ~ ~ S t r a e t , ~ ~ b 2 , P a t r a a .  
P 3 
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