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Norton Anderson,thought "Canada Has.'Hysteria' Over Cuban Situstion",

In his Financiél Post article he said_the.decision to continue irade with Cuba
had beeh carfied out of all proportién io ﬁhé éxistiﬁg facts;. The facts, as
he saw them we}e, that Canada had relatively 1ittlé'trade with'Cuba and thsf
it might go only from $15 million to.$18 million.” He also felt that réports

of Cuba's nationalizatioh of Canadian firms was poorly explainéd.ll"

The whole issue flared-up-ih}the press in the first week of January,
1961, with commehts for and against Canadian policy'towérd Cuba, Those opposed
to it did so on the grounds that it might hurt our relations with_thé UoSe;
those supporting it did so wiﬁh exuberance beéauSe¢Canada was taking an independent.

stand. The Globe & Mail thought that Canada had a right to differ with the U.S,

and ",..Canada is better off to pursue a oragmatic course, dealing civilly with
Cuba just so long as Cuba deals civilly with us." The Telégram beliéved Canada -
should keep her lines of communication open with Cuba, bubt. should not try to
profit "from the misfortunes of otheré," The Ottawa Citizen cautioned Canada
to go slow and not try to take advantage of the U,S. break with Cuba, The Star
suggested that Canadisgns should not worry poo much about the U.S. It felt that

Americans would still do all right in Cuban.trade.lzv Kenneth McNaught regarded:

the Government.!'s steps as a measure of independence.13

The Bay of Pigs in April, 1961, did excite some pesponée in the press,
le Sbleil regarded_the'Caribbeén.aé the powdef-keg of the Americans.b Le Devoir
said Mr. Diefenbaker has had hard ﬁofds for Castro since he had established a
Communist bridgehead in Latin America, but that the Prime Minister has also said
gt his believes Goaslit, siagiif Lﬁ e siloned ho gptaiper in peéae. The enitir
would like to have communism removed but does not want to see Tuba réturn to

economic dominstion by the U.S..lh



