
between now and t.he Denver G-7 meeting, with other interested parties and sources of expertise.

Taken together, working group thernes such as those recomxnended here should readily be

presented by the Minister as a means of advancing the sustainable development agenda of the

Arctic Council. If asked to state which are the most proznising and pressing, in my opinion it

would be (a) climate change so as to address the particular preferences of the United States, (b)

children of the Arctic to launch a regional programme of sustainable development, and (c)

communications strategy to help knit it ail together and project t.he Arctic interest outwards.

To tumn now to a longer-terni perspective, the Standing Çomnmittee's draft report on

Canada and the circumpolar world is replete with recommendations that bear on the Arctic

Council and Çanada's performance within it. The report should give a stirong uplift to the

Canadian effort to make the most of the Coundil. Two matters of particular importance have flot

however been addressed by the Standing Çomxnittee. Tne first concerns the resourceS required to

make a success of the Arctic Council in the long haut.

nhe AEPS bas been based on the coordination and redeployment of existing national

assets. With vezy few exceptions, it bas flot seen the injection of new money. The March 1997

meeting of senior Arctic officiais has co fîrned what most expected for the Arctic Council: that

there will be no new money for it either, notwithstanding the com.mitrnent of the Eight to broach

the more challenging and potentiaily costly agenda of sustainable development. The projects


