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(C.W.B. November 11, 1964)

PROBLEMS AND TECHNIQUES OF PEACE KEEPING

On November 2, Prime Minister Lester B. Pearson
opened the meeting in Ottawa of military experts
assembled to. consider the technical aspects of
United Nations peace-keeping operations with the
following address of welcome: ,

I am pleased to welcome you to Ottawa on behalf
of the Government of Canada, I am doubly pleased
because your meeting to consider the important
aspects of United Nations peace-keeping operations
is the result of a proposal which I put forward to
the United Nations ‘General Assembly last year.
At that time, speaking for the Canadian Government,
[ said:

We would be happy to share our experience with
others who have participated with us in UN peace-
l"eeplng operations in the past, as well as with
those who might wish to do so in the future.

To this end, we propose that there should be
an examination by interested governmedts of the
Problems and techniques of peace-keeping operations.

AN EARLIER PROPOSAL

When I made this proposal, I hoped that such an
&xamination might lead to closer co-ordination of
Stand-by forces for UN service, as well as fo better
mutual understanding of the techniques of peace
keeping. As long ago as 1957, it was my view that
We should ‘‘pool our experience and our resources
80 that the next time we, the governments and peoples
Whom the United Nations represents, will be ready
and prepared to act’’. This is still my view.

I realize, nevertheless, that in these matters
We must advance with all deliberate speed. Dag
Hammarskjold once put it in these terms:

World organization is still a new adventure in
‘human history. It needs perfecting in the crucible
of experience, and there is no substitute for time
In that respect. :

It is this “‘crucible of experience’ which brings
You together today. Your putpose is to exchange
views on the basis of common experience in peace
keeping, on the vital technical and military aspects
?f UN operations and, as a result, to put yourselves
in a better position to respond to possible future
demands for action under the blue flag of the United
Nations.

Necaless to say, no govemment commits itselt
to respond to -such possible future demands by th2
United Nations just because it has participated i
this meeting. That is a decisior for povernments,
to make in the light of all the circumstances at
the: time. But a government which does so respond
will. have benefited, I know, from the presence of
its representatives in Ottawa this week. So, too,
will the United Mations have benefited, »rd 1 am
glad “to note in this respect the presence here
today of a  distingvished representative of the
Secretary-General.

GOVERNMENTS MUST TAKE INITIATIVE.

Too often, 'in the past, we have been unprepared
to meet peace-keeping emergencies. Nor is it rea-
sonable to believe that such emergencies will not
happen again, perhaps without warning, The United
Nations 'itself may be prevented by circumstances
from taking action to prepare for such emergencies.
We all know the difficulties that lie in the way of
such United Nations action, But member governments
can, indeed must, do a great deal on their own
initiative. And who is more aware of this need
than those of us who have made major contributions
to peace keeplng in the past, or who have made it
clear we are prepared to be of assistance in the

future ? Z
May 1 say, in conclusion, that Canadians take

pride in the fact of your meeting here? Canadians
have participated in every United Nations peace-
keeping operation since 1948. Successive Canadian
governments have always sought to strengthen the
capacity of the United Nations to pteserve the peace.
I myself have been privileged to be _associated with
these efforts for many years.

We do not expect miracles. As Secretary-General
U Thant pointed out in his address to the Canadian
‘Parliament on May 26 last, what we can expect
is “a sound and gradual development of thought
‘and action at the national and international levels,
if, in this matter of peace keeping, we are to profit
from the lessons of the past and plan and act for a
more stable and happier future’’. But that is also
the least we should expect, I am confident that the
meeting which begins today will carry us forward yet
a little closer towards that goal.
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MOTOR-VEHICLE SHIPMENTS

Factory shipments of Canadian-made passenger
Cars and commercial vehicles increased 30.0 per
Cent in September, to 49,862 units from 38,353 in

e same month last year, With a lone decrease in
July, shipments in the January-September _period
?limbed 19.1 per cent, to 515,614 units from 432.755
in the first nine months of 1963. Shipments of
Vehicles imported from the United States advanced
in the month to 1,784 units from 620 and, in the
Cumulative period, to 9,049 units from 4,143,

September shipments of Canadian-made passenger
Cars jncreased to 39,732 units from 30,963 a year
Carlier, comprising 37,425 units against 30,009

F

for sale in Canada and 2,307 units against 954 for
export. _January-September shipments climbed to
429,944 units from 361,506 a year ago, the number
for sale in Canada rising to 406,208 units from
351,690 and for export to 23,736 units from 9,816.

Factory shipments of domestically-produced
commercial vehicles tose in September to 10,130
units from 7,390 a year earlier, reflecting more
for sale in Canada, at 9,552 units against 6,992,
and also more for export at 578 units versus 398.
Nine-month shipments advanced to 85,670 units
from 71,249 a year ago, comprising 81,298 units
compared to 68,213 for the domestic market and
4,372 units against 3,036 for export markets.




