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that Canada's hope for peace depends largely on the acceptance
py the United States of responsibility for world leadership

and on how that responsibility is discharged. With this close-
ness of contact and with, I hope, our growing maturity goes &
mutual understanding and a fundamental friendliness. This
makes it possible for us to talk with a frankness and confidence
1 to the United States, which is not misunderstood there except
possibly by a minority who think that we shouldn't talk at all,
or who complain that if we do, our accents are too English!

But we need not try to deceive ourselves that because our close
relations with our great neighbour are SO close, they will

1 alwsys be smooth and easy. There will be difficulties and
frictions. These, however, will be easier to settle if the
United States realizes that while we are most anxious to work
with her and support her in the leadership she is giving to

{  +the free world, we are not willing to be merely an echo of
somebody else's voice. It would be easier also if it were
recognized by the United States at this time that we in Canada
have had our own experience of tragedy and suffering and loss
in war. In our turn, we should be careful not to transfer the
suspicions and touchiness and hesitations of yesteryear from
London to Washington. Nor should we get unduly hot and
bothered over all the pronouncenments of journalists or generals
or politicians which we do not like, though there may be,
indeed are some on wWhich we have a right to express our views
especially when those pronouncements have a direct effect on
action and policy which we have undertaken together. More
important, we must convince the United States by action rather
than merely by word that we are, in fact, pulling our welight
in this international team. But this does not mean that we
should be told that until we do one-twelfth or one-sixteenth,
or some other fraction as much as they are doing in any
particular enterprise, we are defaulting. It would also help
if the United States took more notice Of what we do do, and,
jndeed occasionally of what we say. It is disconcerting, for
instance, that about the only time the American people seem

to be aware of our existence, in contrast say to the existence
of a Latin American republic, is when we do something that they
do not like, or do not do something which they would like. I
can explain what I mean by an illustration. The United States
would certainly have resented it, and rightly so, if we in
canada had called her a reluctant contributor to reconstruction
in 1946 because her loan to the United Kingdom was only three
times as large as ours, while her national income was seventeen
or eighteen times as larges. In our turn, most of us resent
being called, by certain people in the United States, a reluc-
tant friend because Canada, a smaller power with special
problems of her owvm, ten years at war out of the last thirty,
on the threshold of a great and essential pioneer development,
and with half a continent to administer, was not able to matceh,
even proportionately, the steps taken by the United States
last June and subsequently, which were required by United
Nations decisions about Korea; decisions which, I admit,

caught us by surprise.

The leadership then given by the United States rightly.
won our admiration, and the steps that she has taken to imple-
ment them since, deserve our deep gratitude. The rest of the
world naturally, however, took sore time to adjust itself to
a somewhat unexpected state of affairs. Canada, in my view
at least, in not making the adjustment more quickly, should
surely not be criticized more than, say, Argentina or Egypt,
or Sweden.

There may be other ripples on the surface of our
friendship in the days ahead, but we should do everything
we can in Canada, and this applies especially to the Govern-
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