lire Chairman:

Although I note with satisfaction that we seem to agrce that the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe should discuss questions of
human contacts, culture and information under a headiny separate from that of
econonic questions, we must also take note of the differences of opinion
concerning the heading itself. :

The disagreement appecars to sonme extent in the matter of whether
relations between men of different countries should be given wider scope. Some
statements seemn to stress particularly the contacts which should not be encouraged
and the restrictions which nmust be imposed, I am very conscious of the fact
that the laws of men and the will of the sovereign state must be respected by
the nationals of and the visitors to a country. With this consideration in
mind, I maintain that we must find new means, which will be acceptable to all,
of increasing contacts between men of different countries and enablinc then
to exchanre ideas and information more freely,

Furthermore, some ambassadors have emphasized the fundameatal role of
the state and state institutions in the matter of relations betwcen men of
different countries and in the matter of international relations. If we wish
to take a realistic attitude (as the “mbassador of Sweden pointed out in his
opening statement), we must not expect the Conference to examine these problens
from one standpoint only,

In this connection I would like to indicat~ rny agreement with the
point of view expressed by the Ambassador of Italy on February 7 concerning
huran rights and the central role of man in society., At the same time, I
would like to stress that there are at least two concepts of human society.
Thus I think that during our consultations we must seck to formulate the agenda
itens so that at the Conference the participating states can agree on certain
general and practical measures for enabling man, individually and collectively,
to exercise to the greatest possible extent his freedom of thourht, nmovement
and action in his rclations with other men throughout the worlcd.

We weuld also like to stress the humanitarian subjects pronosed
under the third agenda item, as the anbassador of Switzerland ¢id on February
7. Canada considers that the reuniting of families is a matter of the oreatest
importance. llere we are thinkin~ especially of the larce-scale upheaval in
Evrope durine and after the two World Wars, which scattered so many fanilies,
Particularly in Europe, althovgh we have seen the consequences in North aAmerica
as well, Ve believe that it ic essential to find for these comnon problems
2 solutien reflecting the wishes of all.

For all these reasons, as I indicated in ny statement on January 16,
Canada places considerable importence on the third item of the proposec¢ agenda,
Tt will take sone tine, but we must begin immediately to brins about cradual
improvements in this gituation, which we consider serious.

I carnestly hope that we will all reflect on this question in the weeks
to come., We have taken such gfrent interest in this proposal because we believe
that the Danish propocal is based on long-faniliar points of view, which have
been expressed from many quarters durine these consultations. We consider that
the proposal by lir. llellbin, the Zmbascador of Denmark, avoids sur~esting
feasures which would do violence to any philosophy. This proposal repeats
nany times that the solutions must be reached collectively and must be acceptable
to all. There can be no question of imposing an oblication apainst the will of
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