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Put another way, Canada's international reputation 1s closely
associated with our contribution to international efforts to make peace-
keeping and peace-supervision a reality. Our credibility in that role is
very much on the line in Vietnam.

In making our decision, we were very conscious that, of the various
alternative courses of action, there was not one that would meet all of the
demands being made upon us or which would command universal approval outside
Canada.

Our approach to participation in the Commission was shaped at the
very outset by our 19 years of largely frustrating experiences in the old
International Commission for Supervision and Control in Vietnam. Many of you
may not have heard of that previous Commission. If so, you are blameless
because, for roughly 17 years of that period, the old Commission was ineffective.
From watching over a peace, the Commission found itself watching over a war.

On the basis of this experience, we presented to the negotiators of
the Paris agreement on Vietnam a set of conditions which, if met, would have
in our view made the peacekeeping arrangements practical and credible. Some
of these points were accepted but, when the final documents appeared, it was
clear that supervisory arrangements left much to be desired.

We were particularly concerned about the establishment of a
continuing political authority to which the Commission and its members could
report. This had been a serious omission in the old Commission's arrangements.
As leader of the Canadian delegation at the Paris conference at the end of
February, I pressed hard, but with only very modest success.

I do not intend by these remarks to suggest in any way that the
negotiators did not do their job. As I have said before on many occasions,
this was undoubtedly the best agreement that could have been negotiated in the

circumstances -- and I should hope that the results have, in spite of
everything, turned the course of world events in a new and more peaceful
direction.

I returned from Paris with the dilemma of whether or not to stay on
still very much unresolved. 1 concluded that it would not be possible to reach
an informed decision without having seen for myself the conditions in which
the ICCS was operating or without having spoken directly to leaders of the
governments most directly concerned. I had previously had several useful
conversations with Secretary of State Rogers and was well aware of the views
of your Government. I wanted to have the views of others as well.

Accordingly, three weeks ago today, I set off with a group of
Canadian Parliamentarians, officials and journalists on a trip which put me in
touch with both Vietnamese governments, the Government of Laos, as well as
some lcading personalities of the so-called Provisional Revolutionary
Government of South Vietnam and of the Pathet Lao movement.
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