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These things, it seems to me, are not only inevitable but reas? Uy
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and desirable from the point of view of humenity ae a whole, If PUu® i
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irresponsibly too far or too fast, by voting ma jorities which do no? "hich

the eignificant trading and donor nations, they might not be effecti’ * Ko
éxcept in weakening or destroying the internstional framework. On 0""5011
other hand, if the legitimate asplrations of the underdeveloped na t401° 0% t1
1gnored they could prove even more dangerous, I have seen no diﬂpoait Mit:[
among Cinadians to regret the role which we pPlayed in 1955 in broad"ning "'enaia
the membership of the United Nations toward the goal of universalitye 1)
The problems shead of us, in this area, are admittedly difficulte They % b4
also important, The problems of underdevelopment and population eﬂ’mt’i | " te

would be with us whether or not the U.N. dealt with them. It seems % . }‘
me good that the world organization should get its teeth into thes€ sast
too. y
Canada’'s main concern thus far, bhowever, in the United Nation?® =
end we make no apology for this —- has been in the field of peacek“ping‘
Here too we have seen an opportuni ty to use situations of danger end
international c risis, to get acceptance of creative responses for the
development of institutions and habits which can prove uwseful in the"’el
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things which should have been developed i‘rrespeetlve of the immedint

dangers which alone mnde their establishment politieally acceptable by
the powers that be, Korea was one exnmple, We played a minor part _mp
that, but we did what we could to help, and welcomed American lendersh!
in the action for collective securitye.
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