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not to commit itselr, and we shail abstain, there'ore, on the
resolutions invoiving Vietnam, I have flot argued the case
for abstention as a general principle ror other delegations
but merely as one which seems best foer us. It is flot quite
the same position as those adopted by our celleagues from India
or t'rorn Poland, but I iinply no censure on them. The positions
they have adopted seem te us equally compatible with our mutual
responsibilities, I have made this clear because in our view
the tripartite international commissions have had a remarkable
degree eo' success in securing the peace throughout Indochina and
we are most a<nxious net te disturb our collaboration within the
Commission0 We have had our differences and we have had our
frustrations 'but we have proved that the transition from war to
peace can be achieved if' countries with much te divide them have
the will te work together in international bodies or this kind.
We trust that our werk in Indochina will soon be ended, but we
thînk that what lias been done there miglit have charted courses
Which the United Nations coeuld well study foer f'uture ret'erence.

There is one aspect et' the Canadian position on applica-tions f'or membership which I should like te clarit'y, At theTenth Assembly we were authors et' a resolution propesing
admission of a large nuinber or cou.ntries. From this number we
exclLlded these ceuntries about which a problem or unit'ication
ariss This f'ormula, it will be recalled, was used solely as anleýa or det'ining the applicants which, under the circumstaroes
exiSting at that time, we proposed te sponsor, Everyene knewsthe reasens which then existed rer drawing up sucli a restric-ted
list. We had ne intention et' creating a prinaiple or permanent
Validity., The division or a country is and always will be an
important t'actor in the consideration or applications rer member-sh4p. We do netp however, subseribe tQ a theory that countrieswhich are dividedý or parts thereo' 9 should"neyer under any
circumstences be adtnitted te membership.

There is one other point I shouldlike te make, ItSeems te my Delegation that the arbitrary linking tegether et'Rerea and Vietnam in one resolution is, te say the least,
unt'o.rtunate? I agree with the distinguished representative et'
Pakistan on Ma objection te the use or the word "lslmultaneous"0,There is ne reason wiiy action et' any kind on ene et' these countriesShould wait upen appropriate action on the other. Whatever similar-
vies there are betwoen these two unhappily divided countrîes, there
are many dit'terences aise0 It weuld serve ne useful purpose te
attempt te describe their dit'terences, but I niight merely point eut
that members et' the United Nations have *ery special reasens f'or
viewing with sa-epticism the credentia.s et' the Qevernment et' North1CQrea f'or membership in this erganization.

It lias been suggested that those et' us who premeted the&dmiësîon e'o e many new members last year have committed eurselyes
te a doctrine eof universality andthat this cloctrjne means that
ev8ry applicant shouJ.d be admitted. I can assure you that Canadalias neyer accepted such an argument. WVe have argued f'or makingthe Ulnited Nations as universa. as possible and representative
If' Many points et' view and f'orma et' government, whether we likethose foerma et' government ot net. Te suggest, howeyer, that weshould admit every authority which asks te cerne in, without assurîng
Ourselves that this authority lias some substantial basis f'or legîtl-nl8t8 existence is te carry things niuch tee f'ar. I doubt very mucli
if' any member ot' the United Nations could f'ace with equanimity the
00 flequences et' sucli a policy - or lack et' po3.icy0>


