’about North—South 1ssues ‘was in part overcom
small measure due to he lnﬂuence of Trudeau as C

: World

- Performance versus’ promlse

be great if-the Prime Minister now allows time to pass
R without further involvement and initiatives in the develop-
1+~ ment of Canadian policy. With financial survrval now:tre-

developed states, the international prospects for multi-
material initiatives are bleak. It is logical, therefore 1o
* look for evidence of the Prime Ministers intent in the
independent initiatives which Canada mlght take in its

. this area that the Prime Mlnlster seems to avoid
involvement. :

-He has made verylittle effort, for example to respond

to the extremely active debate on North-South issues in the

- public debate on Canada’s foreign policy, particularly to-
ward Central America, in the past year. (See “Foreign
policy formulation—a prehmmary breakthrough,” by I.B.
Walker in this journal for May/June 1982.) It is true that the

-Department of External Affairs responded formally to the
Committee report on North-South relations, but it is diffi-

- cult to see Prime Ministerial involvement in that response,

which was in any-case quite unhelpful. In the present

‘Liberal governmient to reduce restrictions on imports from

‘reply which suggested that the problems were insignificant.

Nor was there much illumination.in the government’s re-

. sponse to a task force recommendation that there be a

public inquiry into the problems of Canadian industry

facing developing country competltlon That published re-
ply told us :

The Government will be making decisions shortly.
When the decisions are announced the Govern-
ment will be in a- position to make known the
factors leading to the positions adopted.

And perhaps the repeated recommendations that the aid

program be more concentrated and better coordinated

with other aspects of foreign policy is too detailed an issue

to engage the attention of the Prime Minister, but some-

‘where in all this one looks for initiatives which will trans-

late the philosophic discourses and international reputa-
‘ tion of the Prime Minister into hard policy choices on
] North-South relations. . v .

- Mixed up in the Caribbean and Latin America

Opportunities are not lacking. The inquiries of the
Parliamentary Sub-Committee into Canada’s relations
" with the Caribbean and Latin America, for example,
'~ clearly reveal the ferment of the hemisphere and the impor-
tance of Canadian policy. President. Reagan’s Caribbean
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keepmg the notion of a global 1alogue in bemg, thereby )
R enhancmg his own and Canadas stature in‘the Th1 d . Ca

- The value of this performance however is unllkely tor

[ placing development as the immediate concern of the

relations with Third World countries, but it is prec1se1y mn

Parliamentary Committee, which has become the focus of

économic circumstances it may be asking too much of the

developing countries, but that hardly justifies the External -

' j selected Latln Amencan countrles ‘bt

the ‘countries’in’ which human' nghts 1 e
_‘troublesome. Even the Conservative foreign poh
John Crosble for example not prev1ously know

Chilean governm s
stability in the Caribbean and Centra
ticularly the relationship between: exter
internal political change and fundamental
is unaddressed by the Canadian Governm

Isit therefore too much to: ask that the Prime Mi
involve himself more closely in such:'a case. by
furthering his general interest in ‘developmi
that External Affairs i is notorrously weak

tangle of interests and competmg bure ucracies: allow no-
more than incremental ad]ustments 10 exrstmg pohcres
But however well-crafted, there is no room for more _
speeches by Mr. Trudeau of,‘a general nat

required in this particular case is ¥
policy which would embody:some of the general declara-
tions of North-South policy whlch Mr. Trudeau has stated
so eloquently.

Arms control

Mr.. Trudeau’s equivalent of the Mansion House
speech in the security area was his speech'to UNSSOD lin
May 1978. In'a forceful review of disarmament issues, the
Prime Minister caught the imagination of many both inside
and outside Canada with his argument for “a strategy of
suffocation by depriving the arms race of the:oxygen on
which it feeds.” As he acknowledged recently, the elements
~ of that strategy were not new — a comprehensive test ban,
an end to the flight testing of all new strategic delivery
vehicles, a prohibition on the production of fissionable
material for weapons purposes and an agreement to pro-
gressively limit military expenditure — but the combina-
tion appeared to. offer-a direction and a focus for arms .
control, with some hope of measurmg progiess m the stran-
gulatlon process.

Four years later, in a speech to the Notre Dame Uni-
versity Convocation in May 1982, Mr. Trudeau spoke of the
response to that strategy: “In the absence of a positive
response from any quarter; the Canadian Government sub-
sequently endorsed NATO’s two-track approach — seek- "

«ing to improve our defensive position by -preparing to
introduce new intermediate range weapons in “Europe;
while-at the same time pursuing armis reductions negotia-
tiors.” It was in this context, he said, that Canada had




