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The Europeans are increasingly aware
of the independence of Canadian interests
as the specific mention of Canada in the
communiqué of the summit meeting of
European leaders in October illustrates.
In order to ensure the harmonious devel-
opment of world trade, the European
Community affirmed that it should “main-
tain a constructive dialogue with the
U.S.A., Japan and Canada and the other
industrialized Community partners in an
outward-looking spirit and using the most
appropriate forms”,

From Canada’s point of view, this
“recognition” has not been achieved easi-
ly. While it was becoming clear from the
different tack Canadians were taking in
many areas of foreign policy (INATO,
China, the U.S.S.R), it was not until the
distinctiveness of Canadian concerns
emerged most vividly in the aftermath of
the August 1971 U.S. trade measures and
when we “stood our ground” last Decem-
ber at the Washington meeting of the
Group of 10 that the Europeans appeared
to drop the assumption that their ap-
proach for the U.S. would more or less do
for Canada as well.

‘The unequivocal congratulations
Prime Minister Trudeau conveyed to
Prime Minister Heath on the occasion in
January 1972 of the British signature of

the Treaty of Rome strengthened the

EEC’s view in our favour. We had reacted
favourably to Britain’s entering the Com-
munity for a few simple reasons: First, we
considered it was Britain’s decision to
make and it appeared to be the right one
for the British; second, we had anticipated
that this could strengthen Canada’s long-
term relation with the Community; third,
since Britain was going into the EEC in
any case, we should try to be as construc-
tive as possible about what was inevitable.

Impact on Canada

The EEC appreciated that an easier alter-
native would be for us to limit ourselves
to continued complaint about the impact
of enlargement on Canada. About half our
exports of $1.5 billion to Britain will, at
the end of the transitional period in 1978,
receive less favourable access. We saw,
however, that continued complaint would
not change the terms of access in any sig-
nificant way and recognized that, in any
case, the potential of Canada-EEC rela-
tions could more than compensate for any
short-term losses in the British market.
(A good analysis of the possible trade im-
pact of British entry is that of Roy Mat-
thews in the October 1972 issue of Behind
the Headlines, published by the Canadian

Institute of International Affairs.) While
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