During the periog of 1960-63 the Conservativye Government had ¢o deal
orstad proposa] for an independent Nuclear force, angd then Kennedy's
offer to Supply NATO with five Polarig Submarineg as the nucleus for a NATQ

» T

nuclear weapons Yaging at home 'the Minister had 1little desire to get embroiled in
another nuclear force. _ : N

titude wag taken'up by the Liberaj Government ip 1963, but rejection
was made more explicit whep the MLF wag suggested. Pearson in explaining the

Martin wag still referring to this statement in April of 1964 .15 ang in November 5
of that year noted that "there has been general agreement 1Ot to press forwarg N

with thisg Project by any particular deadline. This ig a turn of eventg which we

in Canada welcome.™ 16 ’ o

Issue V - France's withdrawal:"1965-1966

noticeable for Several years before the break-came in early 1966, The initial
Canadian Position was not too clear on thig issue. France was essential to the

Pearson also made the poiht, however, that the future of NATO lay in the direction y
of coming "closer together, organically, on the old treaty bagis,"l7 but de Gaulje i
would not accept this approach, f

When the break came in March, 1966 Mr. Maftin lined up with tpe rest of
the alliance by reading to the House a joint NATO Statement. NATO jig "essentia]l

French arguments,19 An attitude of conciliation toward France continued during the
year while Canada and other membter countries were adjusting to the NATO relationship.
In his Springfield speech of June, 1966 the Prime Minister stresged the importance

of France to the fu

ture of the Atlantic nations, "I do not see the Atlantic natjong




