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lingers.

It has required intensive and contin-
uing efforts to make Americans aware just
why it is that we have had to take these
steps. In so doing, one advantage that we
continue to have is that officials, editors
and Americans in general are usually will-
ing to listen to our point of view, and
sometimes even to be persuaded by it. As
a State Department official once put it,
Canadians and Americans approach prob-
lems in much the same way; we may reach
different conclusions, but the way in which
each of us has come to our conclusions is
usually understood by the other. It is this
sort of possibility of mutual comprehension
that may make lying in bed with an
elephant less hazardous than is generally
supposed.

General understanding

In our energy relations, then, there is now
at the official level pretty general under-
standing of Canada’s position; the prin-
ciples that lie behind our oil-export tax
and the phasing-out of exports are not;in
dispute, even if there may still be some
argument on the details of implementation.
It is recognized that we can hardly be
expected to sell our oil at a lower price
than we pay for the increasing quantities
we must import; nor do Americans really
challenge the proposition that we can only
export the surplus that remains when our
own needs have been met. And more and
more of them now realize that Canada has
become a growing net importer of oil.

As far as bilateral issues relating to
the environment are concerned, there is
also no disagreeement in principle, al-
though the balance between environmental
constraints and other needs does not
always come out in the same place for
the two countries. Nor, for that matter,
do all Americans {or Canadians) agree on
what this balance should be. We are not
without allies on such issues as tanker-
routes along the West Coast or the
Garrison Diversion Project in North
Dakota. And those Americans concerned
about the possibility of coal-mining along
the Flathead River in southern British
Columbia because of the environmental
damage that might be done in Montana
certainly have supporters on the Canadian
side of the line. ,

Much more sensitive issues, by their
nature, and more likely to arouse concern
in the American business community and
among the public at large, are those that
they may see as having overtones of dis-
crimination, unfairness and governmerit
interference in areas most Americans are
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