
1
I
1

I
II
1
e
c .
I
1
1

J

t
1
t
I
I

late the aconorny'arEd create jobs. Those who were dead set against this type of Spending

were quick to rebut those cornrrtients, arguing that stimulus and ernploym6nt would result

equa#iy wel; from 'investmerit in consumer gonds rrtanufacturing or any other more peaceful

andeavour.

The notion of the Canadian Armed Forces being a^sourne of national pride did not strike a

responsive charcf for most participants. While people were quicJcto say that there was a

sense of pride in our caintributiqr+ to Allied effarts in the Second Worid War they seèrrsed

to feel that In a country like.Canada a very strong and high1v visible armed force was a

symbol of pride that was perhaps too expensive and passi3oiV not reflective of the

generaiiy peaceable nature of the country and its peo.pies.

Interastingly, rraarnÿ 'people spoke of C4nada's, image as being one of a uneutrai° country, an

idea they were quite comfortable with. When pressed,•they recognized that Canada is not

nentraJ in the sisnse of b6ing non-aligned but felt that our general approach to inter-

national tensions, and outbreaks of hostilities was to distance ourse'lues from the neat of

the cartiti#c:t and avoid "taking siiies" wherever feasible. The motivating attitude in

alluding to this "neutralïty" appeared to be the contrast wriiçh enany saw with-the more

vocal positions taken by the United States-

In the area of arms control, most people were prepared to acknowledge that Canada could

do iittle to dfrectly influence events, but had a moral responsibiilty -to continue efforts

aimed at achieving 'arms control, even if the only actidn was im the form of a contribution

to the -pnguing debate_
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