should wish to see those rights more widely shared., And it 1s
constantly debated hon'thiS'can best be done. There may still
be some who talk of"roll-back™ or "liberation" by force - who woulde
prepared in effect to risk the distruction of mankind in pursuit of
"a freedom which nobody would 1ive to enjoy. But this is a discredita
Eiand futile approach to which there remain few adherents.

| ‘ Others, more realistically, favour the pressure of public
opinion or international bodies and diplomatic contacts to persuade
reluctant regimes to grant conce831ons. There are times and places
when pressure of this sort can yield positive results. In practice,
.however “this aonroach requires careful timing and often lengthy
preparation‘if'it is'not'to be counter-productive;‘ It is not a
lever which can be used indiscriminatel§;"Nor is 'its effectiveness
increased bj;those'ﬁHOSennain”parpose'is loss to ‘advance human
rights than to‘Embarrassregimes which they oppose. At best this

method will often be only a palliative, unlikely to lead to my

permanent change of heart.

If we are to achieve more lasting rosults, we rust be

preparod:to pursue an indirect policy. There is now a process of
"social evolution through which individual freedoms are being
’§1¢ﬁiy extonded in conntries'where?ten years ago the prospect seemed|
bleak indeed. Canada has had an effect on this‘process_by encouragit}
contacts which have helped to dissipate hostility. e have
‘demonstrated that freedom is not a dangerous weapon and that, in
offering to deal with.the:peoples of the world and whatover
-governments they may have, we are not conspiring to overthrow tine
freedom is
ostablished order in countries whore/still suspect. We cannot look

for human rights under governments which feel thomselves threatened.|

Wor, in the long run, canwe induce such governments to extend tho
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