February 8, 1995

COMMONS DEBATES

9343

show leadership. At this point they are basically saying that they
have not seen us take that role as strongly as we might.

I mentioned peacekeeping. That is a very important area and
one in which Canada has a high profile. It is important that we
thank all those peacekeepers for the fantastic ambassadors they
are to the world. I believe we all agree on that. As well, we must
recognize that we need to know where we are going and what we
are doing when it comes to peacekeeping. We just cannot be
everywhere. Therefore, we must develop criteria.

The old threat of the cold war is gone. Now we have a much
more difficult threat to our security. We have all kinds of things
like health problems, the AIDS epidemic and many other health
problems that threaten our country.

We also have environmental problems. Countries like China
are proposing to build coal generating plants which could affect
the environment around the world. We need to be leaders in that
area and show that leadership to other countries of the world.

Immigration, migration and refugees are also problems we
have to deal with.

We are concerned that 80 per cent of trade is with the U.S. We
realize we must diversify. Unfortunately, a great many people
say: “Okay, I deal with the Americans. They speak the same
language, they understand us and it is very easy”’. However
when times get a little tough, companies start looking offshore
for trading arrangements and then as soon as times get better in
the U.S. they drop those connections and go back to the U.S.
Industries must be encouraged to change.

I have had an opportunity over the last year and a half to meet
a lot of different people. I recall some members here met with a
Kuwaiti group of MPs. The one question we had from the
Kuwaiti MPs was: why did Canada not get more contracts?
Obviously we were there and we tried to do our share in that
whole situation in Kuwait, but we did not get the contracts. We
were there to do everything else but we did not get the business
contracts for the rebuilding of the country. Why? There was one
answer which was that we are not aggressive enough. We are too
passive, too laid back. We do not push this country they way we
need to.

I met with the ambassador to Chile and received much the
same message: Why are you not more aggressive? Why do you
not take more action?

This summer I was in London, Sweden and Paris and I asked
the question: “How could we do more business? What more
should we do?”” I was told: “You need to become more aggres-
sive”’. That is the message the world is giving us. As MPs we
must then carry that message and certainly foreign affairs has to
get that message out.
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Foreign affairs is important to Canadians. It now represents a
couple of million jobs in this country. It represents 30 per cent of
our GDP. Therefore when we talk about its importance we
should not have any trouble convincing anyone.

The new arrangements replacing GATT with the World Trade
Organization will go a long way in helping us market our
products. I really believe this will be a forward moving process
for us as Canadians.

“The expansion of NAFTA obviously is of significance, some-
thing that the Canadian government should greatly encourage. It
should be part of any foreign affairs policy and one that should
be greatly emphasized.

We cannot underestimate the importance of the Americans.
They have largely been responsible for our becoming the
seventh largest trading nation while we are only 31st in popula-
tion. While Canadians strive to diversify their trade, we must
continue to emphasize the importance of our relationship with
the U.S. Therefore the trade aspect of foreign affairs is extreme-
ly important.

In the embassies I have visited I have found they now put
more and more emphasis on the trade aspect. It must be
encouraged and continued. We have to be a little careful as well
because someone in France raised an interesting point with me.
We have about $6 billion in trade with France and about $6
billion in trade with Korea. But 60 per cent of the trade with
France is in sophisticated fine tuned instrumentation. With
Korea about 95 per cent is raw materials.

Before we change the whole emphasis of foreign affairs and
get rid of our European connections to go rushing to the new
markets of South America and the Orient, we have to be a little
careful and look at what we are selling. We will run out of raw
materials. That is not where the jobs are. That is not the area we
should be emphasizing. Trade is an important part of foreign
affairs. The Canadian people expect it to be an important part.

We have mentioned other areas that we should discuss very
briefly, certainly UN reform. The United Nations is 50 years old
today. It is disappointing to look at the document we got
yesterday to see a lack of any sort of forward thinking in terms of
what we mean when we say that we are in favour of UN reform.

What do we mean? What are we going to do? How are we
going to be leaders to change the UN? We can make many
suggestions but the same terminology comes out of foreign
affairs or any department of government. We must look at
efficiency, accountability and effectiveness.

We hear the horror stories. People like Major-General MacK-
enzie talked about phoning the UN on a Friday afternoon. ‘“We
have the troops pinned down. What do we do?”” He was told:
*““Call back on Monday”’. Then the system was reformed. They



