Ob]ectlves viewed as too vagues ,m;
in Ottawa’s approach to Europs

By Claude Lemelin

Canada’s External Affairs Department,
fortunately showing greater modesty than
the Nixon administration, held its “Week
of Europe” early in November 1973. Sir
Christopher Soames, vice-president of the
European Community’s Commission and
the man in charge of the Community’s
external relations, was in Ottawa on No-
vember 1 and 2 with an important dele-
gation of “Eurocrats”, holding talks with
External Affairs Minister Mitchell Sharp,
Industry, Trade and Commerce Minister
Alastair Gillespie, Finance Minister John
Turner and Energy, Mines and Resources
Minister Donald Macdonald.

At the same time, a delegation from
the European Parliament was holding a
joint meeting with the External Affairs
Committee of the House of Commons and
the Foreign Affairs Committee of the
Senate on Parliament Hill. The Canadian
Institute of International Affairs (CIIA),
in co-operation with the External Affairs

Department and the Commission of the

European Community, sponsored a three-

day conference on Canadian-European re-

lations at the end of the same week.
These events most opportunely put
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in the limelight Canada’s European ;hploma
— a facet of Canadian dlplomacy tiimbassi
destined to take on increasing impor3 ames$
in coming years if the diversificat; ommis
Canada’s external economic relationsnent h
vided for in Mr. Sharp’s “third optw‘e esta
carried out. (This option, described)ointed
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the minister released in October
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In particular, Sir Christopher’s visit fx th"g |
to have given new impetus to the d Eu
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that Ottawa would like to further. Per
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mention of Canada as a separate : ov ]ta
world trade with which the Eurommon
Community should set up cons truﬁle vict
dialogue — a specific mention cited irould no
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summit conference in 1972. This pst e Cfm
logical rapprochement was even
visible among the members of the
pean Parliament, since its delegalt&“l.ff
rived in Ottawa still stunned by
acrimony of its talks in Washingion nited
members of the U.S. Congress and& ected
tary of State Henry Kissinger. ,the
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