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in itself, is merely a fact; good neighbourhood is an
achievement. .Canadians and Americans have, of course,
not slways been good neighbours. In the early 15th
century we even had some fighting, the result of which
usually depends on which history books you read. For
most of that century, I think it is true to say, Cana-
dians, making up the smaller and weaker soclety, feared
their powerful and exuberant neighbour. But thanks to
comnon sense and decency on both sides, to generosity
and vision by both peoples, good nelghbourliness was
achieved long 2g0, and has been maintained pretty con-
'sistently since. It is of first importance to keep

it that way without forfeiting in any way our right =
and our duty - to maintein end express our Canadian point
of view on issues &s thecy erise.

There are two kinds of good neighbourly relations,
however, an only one should I think, be called easy
or aatomatic. Take, for example, the situation of two
farmers who, with their femilies, farm neighbouring
sections. Their relations are excellent, and they are
close friends. Each minds his own business and respects
the other's. Trey often visit each other, end their
children intermarry. They help each other when the occa-
sion arises, and occasioneally cooperate in such things as
building s common fence between two fields. Problems are
few, and easily settled.

Supposc, hLowever, thet these two neighbours declde
that the situation called for common enterprises, such as
developing a joint irrigation system, or setting up a
school. This ueans that their reletions become even closer.
It does not mean a slackening in their friendship. On the
contrary, it is precisely because they are friends that
such co-operative enterpriscs are possible. But it does
mezn that they will have a g eat many new problems on
which they must work out agreements, reconclling separate
interests, compromising, harmonising, and talking things
over to foresee and forestall difficulties or resentments.
It does not necessarily mean rifts. But 1t does mean
that they must now discuss together frankly a‘good many
topics on which ¢sch could previously elford different
end even divergent views.

Now turt they rre closer, such relrtions, fer from
being easy and sutowatic, call for wmore alert attention;
for greater care and consideration, on both sides. As
the two countries move into new situations, they can less
then ever afford to take each other for granted; or to
ignore esch other's problems end tit necessity for solving
ttem, often in diiflerent wzys. With our own Canadlan
institutions, our own constitutionzl, legal, and political
foras, prectices and treditioi s, we sometimes boast in
this couniry ol the fact thet we are different from -
distinct Iromn (occasionally we interpret those words to
megn superior tp) our neighbour.

I this is sos it is iuncreasingly important for us
to recognize, not only the greater burdens borne by the
United States, bat clso the fsct the. their governmental
ACCLELLG £nG method sor duialing with thea 1s as different
from ours as is, say, that of Frence. The very simileri-
ties of our ways of 1life, however, meke it difficult at
tiuncs for 15 to zppreclete these diffcrences; for instance,
thet e Cony,ress 1s not a Parliement, & President not a
Governor Generel., and Weshington pot Ottawa.
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