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the scope and responsibilities of the GATT and the World Bank. Examples abound from other states 
as well. The Chilean (and perhaps South American) preference for bilateralism in foreign affairs 
throughout the late 1970s and early 1980s was an extension of the pattern of rule established by the 
military government.' The Canadian commitment to multilateral institutions and to measures to enhance 
the apparatus of "international peace and security," or its repeated attempt to act as an "honest broker" 
between competing claims reflects not only Canada's relative international power position, but its 
domestic political tradition, with its emphasis on pragmatic non-ideological compromise, pluralism and 
accommodation, and "peace, order and good government."' 

It is not easy to trace these links between domestic and international political praxis, but by narrowing 
the focus of "political culture" to these two elements — the impact of domestic political institutions and 
structures, and the outward projection of domestic political traditions and arrangements — one can at least 
gain a better grasp of the possible influences on policy and behaviour in the multilateral security arena. 

Strategic Culture 

The literature on "strategic culture" draws upon the tradition of political culture, but turns it towards a 
specific set of issues concerning war and the military. The most narrow (and classic) descriptions define 
it as "set of attitudes and beliefs held within a military establishment concerning the political objective 
of war and the most effective strategy and operational method of achieving it."' Somewhat more broadly, 
Desmond Ball has argued that: 
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