
been largely a defence mechanism on the
part of those who were forced to go North
against their will. The "British of North
America" have long refused to find an
identity of their own. Today, English-
speaking Canadians are quite detached
from Britain, but their latent Americanism
has perhaps not altogether disappeared.
It is true that the majority of English-
speaking Canadians are not descendants
of the Loyalists. But have not many of
them become so by adoption? Have not
many others arrived in Canada because
they wished to become Americans?

- Today this desire to be Canadians, to
act together as a people with an identity
separate from that of the United States, is
growing stronger. But it is a desire that
lacks roots and it is difficult to see how far
it can go. -

The case of French-Canadians is much
simpler. Their culture very early diverged
sharply from that of modern France and,
though they have always been subject to
the American pull, their language and way
of life give them a separate identity. Thus
they do not react in the same way to the
impact of the American economy on Cana-
dian enterprises. According to the docu-
ment, "they tend not to draw a very sharp
distinction between the impact of economic
control of local enterprise, whether exer-
cised from the United States or from else-
where in Canada" (P. 16). Nevertheless,
one hopes that French-Canadians will pre-
fer to be a minority in Canada rather than
in North America and will be responsive
to Canada's efforts to expand the French
culture. The situation is perhaps not quite
so simple.

Indeed, if it is true that foreign policy
must reflect certain aspects of domestic
policy, it is the whole problem of Canadian
unity, if not that of two cultures (or two
nations!), which must be faced when de-
fining Canada-U.S. relations. The docu-

Ottawa must deal ment occasionally mentions the need to
with U.S. co-ordinate federal and provincial policies
penetration in toward the United States. This is not suf-
conjunction with ficient. Americans themselves have already
the provinces given us to understand that the uncertain-

ty about Canada's future is not without
harmful effects on Canadian foreign pol-
icy. Why should we not face up to it? The
problem of economic and cultural penetra-
tion by the United States must necessarily
be considered by Ottawa in conjunction
with provincial governments, in particular
with the government of Quebec, which,
rightly or wrongly, tends to consider Cana-
dian economic nationalism as wholly an
Ontario phenomenon.

The Canadian identity cannot be de-
fined without considering the presence in

Canada of two distinct societies, wrasé'of t
sometimes view problems differently. ^i+_,ion of
trait that distinguishes" Canada fromielinïtior
United- States is perhaps°precisely r it,'s at

duality, not to use the discarded expiucWar 1
sion "biculturalism". In any event, docuinen
solidation of the Canadian economy era^bnce:
acquire meaning only if -l it respects ;ivesino i
postulate of a Canadian identity unntci^ds t
stood in all its complegity -- ar these

pjuréd

Means of achieving independencé Jnlt0d S

The Department of External Affairs d"Y lj'econ
ment defines Canadian foreign policoc in line
ward the United States as "a comprelunv^'ctiol
sive .:. strategy to . . . strengtharli,ah,'4 Tl;
Canadian economy", thus essentialli^,Iin, um
economic terms. It is, of course, ln ü^ n dipl
field that the most urgent problems e° n}^moe
Though these problems are well define;-
the document, there is less certainty ^,
how they may be solved. It is underst<
able that an account of this kind c
deal with the formulation of precise
icies. Nevertheless, the study is so deO
in its evaluation of the problems that
might have hoped for at least an atC

'Y
at solving problems such as the subrar
of subsidiaries of American compani
essentially American directives on exa
monopolies and so on. Nor is any me-
made of contracts awarded by the P^`titr'}iell
gon to Canadian companies. Such anlI+lY rE
tracts, devoid of any protectionist cli-S• Rel&

are undoubtedly profitable for sornembOies
tors of the Canadian économy, cortr?i»e'to c
ing to technological progress; howian• T

they link Canada uncomfortably to cefon that
American military policies, nota bly-Press
Vietnam. ^g :l^ ar.

nough

Defence policies Ub^? ize

With regard to defence policies, we%qu'rzng
given to understand in the descriptive^xdless
tion that Canada's strategic dependP 1iY s
on the United States has lessened Eeroy r

siderably as a result of technolog=can inâbili
vances and improved Soviet-Ai ne^)n the
relations. Nothing is said, however, ?t",
the renewal of NORAD agreemeni;s 3011c6rn
ned for 1973. Nor are we told vibi' euune
Canadians will be able to make the nn
icans accept any major diversifica.ti^r polici
their defence policy, from cold war over the
tives to peacekeeping goals. V, thq G

Finally, Canadian independencerOSPects
not only be evident on the economiçeaTly o
tural and military levels. If it is {^rests of
complete, without, of course, renout atkips
the need for interdependence, it niu),aTt fro

fect major policies. Canada has &'`3dian
learned to keep its distance froff^'cr^ f
United States when required to cio °r Ca

national interests, as, for example, i
odu^as,
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