negotiation,and also how Canada was able to enhan
ce its

own bargaining power soO as to achieve its own 1
goals

more qompleter.Allow me to elaborate a bit omn this 1
| ast

point. In the area of subsidies and countervailin
g

duties, Canada and the EEC both had an interest: in.th
e

. \l -
United states agreeing to cease levying countervailing

subsidized imports until evidence had first

duties on

been showi, in accordance with GATT requirements that
’ a

its industry had suffered injury. The fact that th
e

EEC and Cénada were able to exert combined pressure
on

the U.S. went a long way towards achieving this priorit
ot

goal for Canada < 2 goal also shared by Japan and the

_developing countries. On the other ha
nd, Canada a
nd the

U.s. also had some common interests with res
pect

to this area of the negotiations, SOPES VorH & y
' ought greater

lative to export subsidies, ¢specially as

discipline Tre
cerns agricultural products.

con

There are dozens of other examples in th
e non-

tariff negotiations which one could cite to illust
strate

the fact that we were able to join forces with vari
rious

countries to achieve the results shapht Sewpite roml
sistance
from one OF other of the Partiéipahts
; i . It was indeed
rare
that we Were faced with a situation where the Big Thr
ee,
the EEC and Japan, worked in momolithic

the United gtates,

directions contrary to our interests And wh
¥ en

fashion in

-y



