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tributed so much to our cultural richness. Our Chinese Canadian
communities have come from mainland China, Taiwan and
Hong Kong and are united in maintaining a new plural Canadian
tradition.

This in some way signals the growth and change occurring in
British Columbia which was once traditionally preoccupied
with forestry and industries with natural resources. They are
still there. They are at the basis of our richness and the new
dynamic and I would say, forward looking policies of manage-
ment, a part of their present development.

However, it may have escaped the notice of people in other
parts of Canada that we lead in scientific development, particu-
larly in the area of the relationship of science, scientific
research, advanced technology and industrial application which
the Japanese perfected but which we are doing now.

The TRIUMF/KAON project is a monument to the new
dynamism in British Columbia education and science and
research. It groups together the great physicists of Canada and
the world. It has attached to it as ancillary projects, geneticists
like the Nobel laureate, Michael Smith. It has built a massive
export industry which converts a company like Ebco of Rich-
mond that once was a minor tool manufacturer into a multimil-
lion dollar export industry for Canada with new jobs and new
wealth contributing to the national well being.

Therefore British Columbia represents at once this meeting of
the new communities in a larger community of communities. By
the way that term, sometimes attributed to Canadian political
figures, is that of Martin Buber. He was speaking from his
viewpoint as a central European scholar who later went to Israel
and saw the need for communities to work together. The new
pluralism means every community is enriched in the process.

There is no longer, if there ever was, a problem of languages
in British Columbia. It is the objective of parents whose children
have mastered the cours d’immersion in the French language to
move over to a third language. I think that may be the Canadian
dream reflecting the new Canada and reflecting the new orienta-
tion to which British Columbia has contributed so much. The
centre of gravity in the world community is moving from Europe
to the Pacific and the Pacific rim and we are there.

Therefore we will be speaking out in caucus and in Parliament
on the necessary recognition of the new role of British Colum-
bia. We sometimes feel that bureaucrats and maybe even politi-
cal leaders in central or eastern Canada are insensitive to these
dramatic changes in the balance of power in Canada.
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The important thing to remember here is that we have a view
of federalism which corresponds to the view I expressed of the
common law. Federalism did not gel once and for all in 1867 in a
series of static relationships between institutions or a glorifying
of old processes simply because they were there.

We accept Mr. Justice Holmes’ view that it is revolting to
have no better justification for a rule than that it was laid down
in the time of Henry II. Henry II has been dead for so many
centuries. Therefore we believe in the continual updating of
federal institutions.

Federalism, as Prime Minister Trudeau said, is pragmatism. It
is a process of constant readjustment of old institutions and
rules to meet new problems. And so we have faith in federalism
and the fact that our distinctness as part of the larger Canadian
society can be reflected and translated into institutional and
other changes within the Canadian Constitution and by a process
of evolutionary growth that does not necessarily require formal
changes to the constitution. The dynamic of constitutional
growth in an existing society is that it comes through incremen-
tal change and adjustment in response to contemporary prob-
lems.

In this period of change in which we all live I have spoken of
the movement of the world community, the shift in the centre of
gravity from Europe to the Pacific rim. It is a fact of life. It
means there will have to be new emphasis on trade and co-op-
eration with Pacific rim countries.

However it also reflects one of the great dilemmas of the
world community in a period of transition. We sometimes have
the coexistence of the old with the new. It is sometimes a painful
coexistence, even a collision.

We expect that the 21st century will see the ideal of a viable
world government. It is not with us now. Therefore, one of the
realities is the commitment that Canadians have made in foreign
policy from the golden period of St. Laurent, Pearson and Paul
Martin, Sr. to the United Nations has to be balanced against the
recognition of the regionalism that exists within the world
community as a whole.

Itis good that the GATT discussions led to the suggestion for a
world trade organization, but this is not for the first time. It was
one of the hopes of the founding fathers of the United Nations in
1946 that there would be a world trade organization. It was the
failure, in some ways the unexpected failure, of this project that
led to the not very satisfactory compromise of GATT. But like
many not satisfactory compromises it performed a necessary
function and deserves credit for those measures that have
existed since 1946 to prevent an autarchic system of internation-
al trade.

I come back to the basic point that to put all one’s faith in a
world trade organization and in GATT is not a sufficient remedy
for the economic problems of our time. I have no doubt, in




