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The ambivalence of our ancestors towards
Europe, compounded of nostalgia and
resentments which may still be fresh in
the memories of those who recall the
inter-war years, has given way in more
recent times to a cooler calculation of the
Canadian interest - which has, however,
not yet provided the key to the riddle of
our relations with Europe. The two poles
of public opinion, represented by the
catchwords of current debate, "continen-
talism" and "diversification", are both
sustained by respectable doctrine but lead
to dramatically different prescriptions for
the conduct of our foreign relations. Even
if the consensus has moved decisively in
favour of "diversification", the implica-
tions for foreign policy towards particular
areas, such as Europe, are not at all self-
evident. With limited resources for all
those activities through which a nation
manifests itself abroad, governmental and
private, from commerce to culture, the
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The situation is no clearer 1^nease
viewed from the European perspe^or il^e
There is, of course, an immense fun
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each of the countries of the old cont4 casts
Perhaps our common heritage, the 4pendi
experiences of two world wars and^^pe
particular contribution made by Cad, rion
forces to the liberation, are the mos^ ess
portant factors. One who lives in E^ t,
cannot also but be impressed by tl^ell ada
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None of this, unfortunately, is eF a
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understanding. Thus in Europe therEp Tli
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these contacts have lacked depth inMiddl
human and economic terms, except cal 011
Britain. As a result, there has been atcrease
tain insubstantiality to our relationAcure
the other countries of Europe, ezcepf,blicy
haps, in the security context -ama^t t^
here the overwhelming weight olnly mt
United States tends to domii:ateecessa
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Economic Community policy and adk
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