ui{fau{'a sifatégy and implies an essentially reactive posture to the
. ﬁolicies'of others.
:Thg second option would involve direct risk to a distinct
- Canadian fdentity and to the domestic consensus '1n Canada.
S $h¢ third oﬁtion, while recognizing the trends and limitations
,:qf éloﬁé} 1nterdependence, looks to the mutually-reinforcing use of
; y;ri;usfpolicy insﬁruménts as the proper strategy to achieve greater
:Canﬁdian dlstinc;ﬁegs. It acknowledges therealitiesof the Canada-U.S.
felégipnship and ihe fundamental community of interests that lie at the
'frpq£4o£ {g.'ﬂ |
~ﬁhichevet option is chosen, it is necessary to maintain hamony
wlth.the Uﬁitéd States, thch is founded on a "broad array of shared
3rinter§§ta, perceptions and goais"; and can be served by '"a Canada more
';.;onfiden; iq its identity, étronger in its capacity to satisfy the
k a§p1¥a£10ns Qf Cahadiﬁnsvagd better equipped to play its part in the

" world".




