(CWB, June 9, 1971)

that an Edmonton girl, Miss Elizabeth Carruthers, had
placed first in one of the events at a championship
diving meet in Rega and that two of her Canadian
team-mates came third and fourth, -

PROTOCOL SIGNED

Against this steadily developing background it was
only natural that steps be taken to place Canadian-
Soviet relations on a more structured and orderly
basis, and this was the purpose of the protocol which
was signed in Moscow last week and tabled in this
House by the Secretary of State for External Affairs
on the same day. -

This document, which I believe to be an im-
portant one, goes some distance toward placing
Canadian-Soviet consultations on the same basis as
has existed for a number of years with Britain, the
United States and Japan. Honourable members will
recall...that a similar arrangement was entered into
with Mexico as part of the work of the ministerial
committee which travelled to Latin America, and
that agreements for regular consultation with both
New Zealand and Australia were reached during my
visits to those countries last May. -

This process of broadening Canadian relations
is an ongoing one and was spelled out in the foreign
policy review. The principles of that review have
been discussed widely in Canada and were studied
at length by a Parliamentary committee. The foreign
policy of this Government has been to contribute
where it can to a peaceful world and to strengthen our
relations with a number of countries. In both respects
this policy is designed to serve basic Canadian
values and interests. The Canadian-Soviet protocol
is a natural manifestation of that policy. -

As the communiqué which was tabled this
morning reveals, the protocol will ensure continuing
consultations at a variety of levels on matters of the
_kind discussed by me and the Soviet leaders,
President Podgorny, Premier Kosygin and Secretary
General Brezhnev. The communiqué refers to the
desirability of relaxation of international tensions
and of stability and détente in Europe; economic,
scientific and technological co-operation; Canadian-
Soviet trade; Arctic and northern development, in-
cluding the safety of navigation and the prevention
of pollution; the significance of the forthcoming UN
Conference on the Human Environment; the conviction
that international issues be resolved in accordance
with the principles of the United Nations Charter and
that the effectiveness of the UN be enhanced;
satisfaction at the conclusion of the nuclear non-
proliferation treaty, and the treaty prohibiting place-
ment of weapons of mass destruction on the ocean

floor. -
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REASON FOR VISIT

«+As we have looked traditionally south to the
United States and east to Europe and, more recently,
west to Asia, so should we not disregard our
neighbour to the north. The relations between Canada

and the Soviet Union in the postwar years have not
all been of a wholesome or a desirable nature. I
harbour no naive belief that as a result of this
protocol our two countries will find themselves
suddenly in a relation which will reflect nothing but
sweetness and tender feelings. As I stated in my
speech in the Kremlin, there remain many fundamental
differences between us; differences relating to deep-
seated concerns springing from historic, geographic,
ideological, economic, social and military factors. -

But surely...the only way to resolve these
differences and eliminate these concerns is by
increased contact and effort at understanding. ‘That
is what the protocol proposes. That is what, in a
different way, is achieved by prime ministerial visits.
Through them an opportunity is created by the pens
of joumalists and the cameras of photographers for
the people of both Canada and the Soviet Union to
learn much more about one another — their respective
histories, their sufferings, their aspirations.

No one can travel in the Ukraine and not absorb
the instinctive and passionate desire for peace on
the part of a people who lost nine million of their
countrymen during the Second World War, a number
approaching in magnitude the entire population of
Canada at that time. No one can walk through the
cemeteries of Leningrad and view the mass graves of
tens of thousands of residents of that city who died
of starvation during the cruel 900-day seige and not
understand that the Russian people fear desperately
the repetition of an experience which no Canadians,
fortunately, have ever suffered. The death of half
the people of a city — 600,000 of them women,
children and civilians — did not spare a single
Leningrad family. The survivors of that cruel conflict
do not regard war .as an abstract concept, as a
glorious pursuit or as a credible means of resolving
disputes. War to them is the loss before one’s eyes
of loved ones, of home, of possessions, of hope.

To achieve a satisfactory, just and continuing
peace requires a climate of confidence, a climate in
which men of differing social and economic systems
trust one another. There is no simple way in which
this can be done, but neither is there the slightest
doubt that it must be done. ‘Equally, confidence can
be engendered only by increasing contact of govern-
ments and of people. In this way, gradually, and
sometimes painfully, can we continue and accelerate
the slow progress toward a wotld in which the fore-
most goals of every govemment of every country
must be the attainment of social justice, fundamental
human rights and the dignity and worth of all human
beings.

Because tolerance and good will are nowhere so
evident as they are in Canada, Canadians are
possessed of an uncommon opportunity to urge all
men everywhere to pursue these universal goals, 1
attempted to do so while in the Soviet Union, where
I expressed to Premier Kosygin the widespread
concern in Canada over the alleged refusal of the
Soviet Government to permit its Jewish citizens to
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