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1:T1n:11:1C:doff' 'ahci .  innovation  are  rightly describet1 as .bave  moved upviard significantly. ,As a proportion of our 
raltical elemmitS in tiklay's economic equation" in „ domestic product, we spend _about ,ttalf a "eibak.the 

rnal Affairs- Maister Joe . Clark's foreign policy • United States, West Germany, Japan and the United 
ieussica• paper,- 'which then explains hovr Canada is Kingdom do on research. We rush still further down the 

fallIng behind in- the research And development from ' list of Organization foi Economic Co7operation and 
-hie technological Innovations spring. - • Development countries when our performance in re-

-Having rung the tocsin, the governmenfof Canada now ,- search and development done by industry itcompared to 
prepared toWatch complacently while this seri-" that e others. Our record œrpatent•registrations'at 

	

of *Hairs' becomes worse. 	• - --, . • - 	• - home - and abroad accords w 2th.1 these observations
ncled tit Haan -Mulroney', March'14; 1984 cam- I .  Relative to other industrialized countrleswebave fewer 

• promise Mat a Tory govern:taint:would •"rlouble.i -.Iresearch-intisesive inçltist.riein:end..:..w.e.:•espend less .  an 
— 1-collective,nenridinn;ccatribution to - this Mdispens- -'...: research:- . _ .:!--•! • ..- - - -- ., — - ••••• - • . .-::  
be Seder- during our -first- term in office," Science  -i'  The long ratge'iniplicatioxii -le Canada' are 'obvious. 

Ibm : Siddon told the Hase of _Commons . Yet, even as the problem is teing explained so graphical- 
estimates committee that he could not ly by one government department'another, that could do 

the exact wording of this precise promise, . something about 1*. is iaiggesting- Mat „the • general 
hicla he .called, more; of a general goal than a . election victory bas eliminated the need for this problem 
manse.. ,. - • ''- -- 	. - 	..• ' 	• • 	. ' 	..,' "to be high on the governmenrepriority list. .... • - 
The resul.  tisthat the' inadequate 1.3 percent of C ross . • Here is the kind of issue on which -  biPs could have a 
sonal Product now spent by Canada on research and " significant effect through the toseign lbolicy review that 
evélopment will not change significantly. Specifically, - bas  been begun by the green paper. lf they believe that 

Fay§ Mr. Siddon, "we can't pronaise that by 1990 that we  Canada should have the kind a •vigorous and effective, 
will' be at 2.5 per cent of GNP." . - . 	

' 	
• 'program of private and public • research and develop- .  

Gétting to 2.5 	cen - per 	t would mean spending by 1990 mea t that seemed vital to Mi."Muironey while seeking 
ilbout $10 billion, of which S2 billion would be spent by the office, then they can say so within the context of the 
ediral gcnrernment. This is a large sum in Canadian - review. They can ask experts acrosithis country to tell 

Weis bowman in terms of what is being spent in the them if Canada will be served better or -worse by: , 
fiercely competitive world technological arena. ' allowing research and development to continue to have ' 
I The foreign policy green paper explains how bad the low priority that it was ,  assigned by the former', : 
things are %just now: "The percentage of our gross • Liberal government -  They can tilt 1dr. Mulroney .and l  
: ,ile 	

in 
omestic produa devoted to research and development Mr. Slddon that they should seek another way to curtail ï 	 _ 

'recovered to about the same level as It was 1971, .! spending. one Mat 10 less damaging ttthis i 	'cat:nets : 
those of«most other major industrialized countries . -.1uture »shwa' economic intéree .;.1,*:••;"1",e4.1:::"7  ...',1 


