licies w: elevated to a.central principle in the Trudeau

nored, or has it accomplished more harm,
Mlddle East. Once the. locale of Canadas

i 1ted our trade. The tilt has been caused mainly by
rance of Canadlan p011t1c1ans and their eagerness

11»r1ghts they have for. example spoken out agalnst
mbing of Traq’s nuclear installation, the extension of
ction over the Golan Heightsand the brutal invasion
yanon; They have also become more emphatic and
in speakmg of Palestinian rights to-a homeland in
est Bank and Gaza. Most other countries, however,

tive in the UN voting, and more realistic in the1r treatment
fthe Palestine Liberation Organization as a legitimate and
mescapable participant in the Middle East peace process.

ab governments have commended the improvement in
anada’s words, but, along with the United States, we: Aare.
ore isolated than -ever in our pro-IsraeI voting stance.

Some UN insiders argue that words count for more ‘than
votes; others stress that voting statistics are likely to be
ited long after the words are forgotten.

Who» epresents Palestnmans"

anada’s Middle East tilt

V bomestlc mterests should determme external'

"1970. Nowhere has the principle been more

e ding all Canada’s allies apart from the United States, "
ebeen more severe in their condemnation, more objec- . -

nada Is aelis and Arabs -

o A polzcy change is overdue :

by Peyton Lyon

its subsequent expansion, Unlike WaShington ‘Ottawa has
never made rejection of the PLO a matter of principle and -

its officials have for years been permitted to meet-PLO

- representatives informally. Privately no one in Ottawa | pre- -
tends that any other group could now speak for the Palesti- -

nian community, but our official position remains a firm

rejection of the PLO’ claim to be the sole legitimate

spokesman for the Palestinians. -PLO representatives are

denied access to government offices and Canadian officials =

are far more cautious in tkeir informal contacts than their

~counterparts from such allies as Britain, France and

Germany.

Canada’s support for the Camp David peace process E

has not won favor with most Arab governments but is in

step with the policies of most of our allies. More damaging

to Canada’s image in Arab eyes was the way.the Trudeau
cabinet, pushed by the governments of Ontario and

Toronto reneged on ifs offer to host the 1975 UN Con-.

ference on Crime on the grounds that the UN isisisted that
PLO observers be permitted to attend, as in New York and
other UN centres.

While the Clark government backed off from its elec—;
toral pledge to move the Canadian embassy in Israel from
Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, the incident was widely noted and -

did little to persuade Arabs that Canadians have mastered
the ABC’s of Middle East politics. Arabs with long memo-

ries recall that Canadian representatives, notably Justice

Ivan Rand and Lester Pearson, played a decisive role in the

creation of the state of Israel and frequenﬂy betrayed an-

anti-Arab bias.
This did not exclude a constructive contnbutlon o

conflict containment in the Middle East. Pearson earned - -

his Nobel prize; a few Canadians continue to serve as UN’
peacekeepers in the area, and Canada supports refugee

relief. Uncharacteristically, we failed to become a perma-- :

nent part of the UN operation in the Lebanon, but declin-

ing to supply troops for the non-UN presence in Sinaiisone -

of Oftawa’s few decisions that have pleased most - Arab“

governments. So too has the increase in the number of -
_ Canadian embassies in the. area, and the visits by Trudeau ;-
- and other mmlsters :
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" ..on Canadian foreign policy. Currently he is'in New York
: studyzng Canadian dzplomacy in the UN settmg :




