R pr1mar11y, 1f not- excluswely, Wlth the Admmstratlon

ground Jomt defence questlons are not the sub-
of acute controversy: they were for a previous gen-
ion. Some mechanisms, such as the the Canada/
Joint. Mmlsterlal Economlc Commlttee have not

5 privi r
1d1anﬁ nd the const ta ve mecha ism on energy estabhshed

Congressmnal relations have only

n worked on seriously in the last five years. There

éébably has to be even" ‘more attention paid to this

if only ‘because of the act1v1ty of

foreign policy role of the Senate,

age. %ch has always been great, has taken on renewed
il 1ﬁcance smce the war 111 Vletnam

5pec1ﬁcwsectora1 arrange-

- Although congressional contacts need to be stepped up

(as do our public affalrs programs in general) the Ad—‘ '

dblew— it is the Admmlstratlons respons1b1hty
Moreover the Administration has considerably

-greater impact on Congress than we ever could.

It remains important, however, that, spec1ﬁc issues

! eilmportance that forelgn policy i 1ssues
have to receive, The ﬁsherles-boundary treaty has
been treated as such a regional political problem and
the effect has been to hurt the international relation-
ship. On the other hand, our own representation in the

- U.S. is plugged in re,tlgionally — for trade, politics, in-

vestment, and public opinion. There are 14 Canadian
consulates and consulate-generals in the U.S. staffed
by some of Canada’s most senior foreign service offic-
ers. They have high-intensity programs, to get the Ca-
nadian view, and Canadian interests across. They are -
in some respects the most important day-to day instru-
ments of all.

In conclusion, the Canada-U.S. relationship will

‘become even more complex and in some respects more

difficult. It is already one of the most complex bilateral
relationship there is. This is a natural product of
events and circumstances in the two countries. The i im-
portant thing i is that it be managed properly. From the
Canadlan point of v1ew the management has to be

Thmgs have changed from a decade or two ago, be-
cause the societies have changed in both countries.
There is less concern now with U.S. interference:in Ca-
nad1an affalrs It is recognized that.this is not the is-

. sue, as it sometimes seemed to be in the sixties, after

thie notion of a perfectly harmonious ‘special relation-

.ship’ of identical interests had ceded to the obvious dif-

ferences in developmental needs in the two countries.
- Today, U.S. 1nterference in Canada is not the is-

tvbeen the two economles whlch glve demsmns in one
country great 1mportance over the other — and it.is.a

Velopment Trade pohcylobjectlves needb to recogmze
this as a. basw given._There is 1nterdependen -
volved which is the basmally important identity of in-

) J:erest

It used to be that because of the great strategic
role the U.S. played in the world, Washington assigned
to relations with Canada a sort of secondary, backwa-
ter, quality. There was nothing intrinsically wrong
with that. It was friendly and probably helpful. But it

. does not apply any longer. The world is too unpredicta-

ble a place for a relationship with so much substance in
it to be given anything but primary attention. Its man-
agement is a strategic imperative, for both sides —
which is why, despite the complexities and difficulties,
it is likely to succeed.




