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come today a man of tomorrow, Canada's dashing young Prime
Minister -- and I would like to stress that "young" because

he is not all that much younger than myself. He is pictured

by reporters in Canada as a member of the Jet Set, an intel-
lectual, a nonconformist, 2 French bon vivant, a bold adventurer,
a swinger. Well, he may be all these things, and I notice his
press clippings don't contain any disclaimers by him. Bﬁt he

is also pictured as a possessor of a tough and thoughtful

mind, a pragmatist, and not an arch-radical.

Prime Minister, it has been said that you came on
a "get acquainted" visit to President Nixon. I think all o?f
us here have the same approach to the first official visit of
2 head of government to Washington since the change in Ad-
ministrations here. We have read a lot about you in the lasi
12 months since you were clected leader of the Liberal Party
in Canada after the comparatively short experience of some
three years in national polities. But we would all like to
get more about you.

Canadians look to you as a unifying force, one who
has stirred their nationalism and their desire to have &
greater identity in international affairs. You have promised
changes in foreign policy such as recognition of Communist
China. You have promised a major effort to advance bilingual~

.
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major aim to be "One Canada,'” a Canada in which French-Canadiane
can feel at home in all parts of the country.

You are, as TIME Magazine has desc¢ribed you, "a fair-
iy unstuffy man who, when asked by a pretty young Trudeau-
bcpper for a kiss, can respond with, "Why not? It's spring!"
{Laughter)

You are broadminded dnd cultured, a lover of canoce-
ing, a diver of mere championship caliber, a practitioner of
Yoga, 2 driver of fast cars, and a bachelor -~ one who ¢an
command the company of beautiful women. |

Summed up TIME, last Jqu. aftef your overwhelming
election in the national elections in Canada: "Whatever else
he does, he is certain to give Canada four years of colorful
and unprediectable government." (Laughter)

| So there is little wonder, Prime Minister, that we
here in the United States -- indeed, all of us in the Western
world ~- are hanging from the rafters to get a glimpse of this
mogt interesting head of govermment. You are not the first
- Canadian Prime Minister to speak at this Club, but you are
certainly the first one in memory -- at least in my memory =--
who has been followed to Washington by a planeload of Canadian
reporters and who has, moreover, induced about 200 young

ladies to greet you in the lobby of the National Press Club.

{(Lazughter)
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But somecne commented to me just prior to this
lunch that your first day in Washington yesterday appeared to
Stress the formal and, shall we say, the more serious side of
the trip. This is in character, I might say, with the picture

we have of the Prime Minister of one of the staunchest allies

in the Vestern Alliance.

I would like to welcome you, s8ir, as the man who
appealled to the Canadian people last year to "Take a bit of
a chance” by electing you with a clear majority.

You are the man to whom the Canadian people have
given their overwhelming confidence and whose success is import-
ant to all of us.

Lastly, sir, if you will forgive me, and if the
fine French-Canadian people will forgive an Englishman trying
to use their tongue, I would liké to say this:

(Speaking in French.)

(Laughter and applauze.)

I now take great pleasure in introducing the Prime
Minister of Canada, the Right Honorable Pierre Trudeau.

(Standing ovation.)
PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Mr. Chairman, distinguished

Buests, ladies and gentlemen: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for
your very warm welcome. Thank you for the imvitation to

speak to such 2 distinguished gathering.

v

The degeription you made of some of ny activities







is getting more and more difficult to live
tell you one aspect of it that comes rather easily, the bit
about "It is spring!”

And I thank you for doing, as perhaps the Canadian
people did a year ago, taking a chance on me, taking a chance
on inviting me, to be patient with some of the ideas I want
to express to you. They are meant essentially to indicate some
of my approaches to the probiem of govermment. They are not
very original, as you will see, but as Winston Churchill said
about another Prime Minister, "He is the only one we have."
(Laughter)

The relations I have with the Press are always very
warm. I feel very close to members of the Press, and especi-
2ally abroad I feel they are very close -- perhaps sometimes
a little too close.

But one of the reai pleasures of being here is really
due to ihe fact that, being a Canadian, one knows that one
always has a2 warm welcome in the United States.

There must be few countries in the world where indi-
viduals on either side of a border feel so much at home on the
other. I hasten to add, however, that at times in our history
we have paused to wonder whether your friendly invitations
"to come and stay awhile" have not been aimed it Canada as
a political unit rather than at Canadians as individuals.
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a clause which was an open invitation, and an exclugive
to Canada. And I read Article 1IV:

"Canada acceding to this confederation,

and joining in the measures of the United

- States, shall be admitted into, and entitled

to all the advantages of this union; but no

other colony shall be admitted into the same

unless such admission be agreed to by nine

states.”

So, we have always had a favored position. In any
event, we did not join, and history has récorded our differ-
ences.

Two hundred years later, the results of ocur séparate .
and distinct political existence are evident for all the world
to see: Professional hockey is a major spectator sport
from New York to Los Angeles, and "Peanuts" is one of the
most popular comic strips from Halifax to Vancouver.

But Americans should never underestimate the constant
pressure on Canada which the mere presence of the United
States has produced. We are a different people from you. Ve
are a different people partly because of you.

Our two countries have pushed againsi one another fron
time to time, perhaps more courteously in recent years than

previously, when your invitation and your vepublicaniga
o ¥ f P :
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appeared more intimidating to us.
Canadians still smart when they recall Presiden:
Theodore Roosevelt's tough instructions to Oliver Wendell
Holmes, Jr., on the occasion of the Alaska-Yukon boundary
arbitration. But how many of your historians have ever noted
what Canada's first Prime Minister Sir John A. Macdonald
wag at one time contemplating as your fate?
In 1867 that gentleman wrote to a correspondent in
Calcutta:
"War will come some day between England and the
United States, and India can do us yeoman's service
by sending an army of Sikbhs, Ghobrkaa and Beluchees
across ;he Pacific to San Francisco, and holding
that beautiful and immoral city with the surrounding
Californie as security for Montreal and Canada."
(Laughter)
You see, Mr. Chairman, that although Canadians may
not always be able to follow through, we should never be
sold short on imaginative proposals.
Indeed, a question which some of your Canadian news-
paper colleagues are now beginning to ask about my government
is whether our ideas are capable of implementation. It's a

valid queation.

Imaginative and original approaches to problem

solving are always welcome, but they must be practical and,




himkint

msm mﬁd‘:«&ﬁaﬁt oid ‘iﬁ spolesosc edd tm 26  somiol

mt &s's:nd'm



even more important, they must be effective.
Some of our policies may be of interest to this
audience, and with your permission, I should like to speak

about several of them in a few minutes.

But first, let me say that it should not be surprising

if these policies in many instances either reflect or take
into account the proximity of the United States. Living next
to you is in some ways like sieeping with an elephant: No
matter how friendly and even-tempered is the beast, one is
affected by every twitch and grunt. (Laughter)

There is in Canada at the present time a growing

sense of unease that in a nation as rich as ours there iz a

.problem of widespread poverty; that among people as dispas-

éionate and understanding as are Canadians there is linguistic
apprehensiveness and inequality; that in a world possessed

of the technological means to journey to the planets, theré
exist térrifying threats to our environment and to our very
eiistence.

Canada, by itself, cannot solve all these problems,
and perhaps not even some of them. But we firmly believe
that we can and must apply our talents and our resocurces in
such a fashion ag to seek solutions and, where appropriate,
to persuade other states to cooperate with us in seeking |
these solutions. We have some qualifications for these tasks,

and we have had considerable valuable experience which might
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prove to be of assistance to other states afflictod

with similar problems. This is so partly becauss thess
qualifications, this experience, and the conditions which
have spawned them, are similar in many respects to the differ-
ences and the difficulties which are found in the larger world

conmunity. And I wish to list some of them.

Canada is a federal state, the same as the U.S.A.
Yet, two of our Provinces -- Ontario and Quebec -~ are so

populous in comparison with the other eight as to give to them

an immensely influential position.

Nor is wealth in our country any more equitably dig-
tributed. The per capita income of the richest Province is
about twice that of the poorest, and we have elaborate arrange-

ments for redistribution of tax revenues among the Provinces

of Canada.
Only one-third of all Canadians are of a stock that

bad English as its mother tongue, although two-thirds of the
population live and work in English; the other third speak
French daily as their normal means of communication ==

soclally, in commerce and with govermment.

Within Canada there are French-speaking universities,
radio and television networks, newspapers and labor unions.

There is a complete language community.

Another item: Our economy is founded largely upon

foreign trade. In this respect I should pausme to point it that
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we sell more to the United States, and Euy more from th

United States, than any other country in the world. The
immense size of this trade bears out this emphasis. Conada's
purchases from the United States each year exceed in value

the total purchases of your four next largest trading partners:
Japan, Britain, Germany, and France combined ~- more than your
total sales to all of Latin America.

So it is this pattern of uneven economic development,
this heritage of linguistic diversity, and this dependence
upon continued international intercourse that leads us to
think fhat pefhapS‘by way of some example we may be of benefit

to a world which is so desperately seeking’solutions to press-

ing problems.

As I pay this, I hope that we Canadians do not have
an exaggerated view of our own importance. We prefer to
think that our place in the world is such that we can occasion-
ally expértment with good ideas witbout risking a complete

‘upset of the whole international order.

We are am pleased as is any country when our views
are sought or our assistance requested. But we may be excused,
I hope, if we fail to take too seriously the suggestion of
some of our friends tfon time to time that our acts ~- or
our failure to act ~~ this or that way will have protouhd in-

ternational consequences or will lead tb widescale undegirable

results.,
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But as an exauple to others we aope that w
able on occasion to serve a beneficial purpose. Our close
relationship with the United States is an iwmportant illuvgirs-
tion of what I wean. The fact'that Canada has lived and
flourished for more than a century as the eloéewt neighboy
to what is now the greatest economic and military power in
the history of the world iz eovidence to all couafriaa of the
bagic decency of United ftates foreign poliey.

And I add in all seriousness that every occaai@n
on which our policies differ from yours in an iuportant
fasion, that difference -~ if of course it is feunded on good
faith and sound evidence, 28 we hope is always (he case -~
contributes to your international reputation as o good’citiz@n
s much ag it does to ours.

When Canada continues to trade in non-stratogic
8oods with Cuba, or proposes the recognition of the Peoples’
Republie of China, or ~= a8 sometiwes bappens -- finds itself

Supporting a point of view different from yours in the United

Nations, the world is given evidence of your basic qualities of

understanding and toleraunce.
Because a state's foreign policies ars in substantisal

part a reflection of its domestic scene, I wish ¢o mention to

you sowe of our basic programs.
What we are trying to do in Canada is Co ensure to

every individual the dignity to which h@'ée & human being is







entitled. Much of the unrest and turbulence no
evident in Western societies originates in the belief by

the young, by the poor, by the minorities, that the mnassive
socioceconomic machines that we have devélop&ﬁAin our countries
are incapable of recognizing them as persons, and of cater-

ing to their individual needs.
My govermment has stated again and again that it ig

dedicated to preserving the right of every individual to do

bis own thing.
We have propeosed to the Provinces the amendment of

the Constitution to include a far-sweeping charter of human
liberties, a charter that will protect not only the classical
political and legal rights which your Constitution has done
here, but as well egalitarian and linguistic rights.
We have amended our criminal laws to permit more
freedom to individuals to engage in acts which, sinful though
they may be or appear to many, are not possessed of that

injurious quality that we normally associate with criminal

coaduct,
We are examining with increased vigor such debilitat-

ing side~effects of an urbanized, technological society as
environmental pollution, urban housing and transportation, the

brotection of spaces in which to play, to think, to be free

from the pressures of noise and fumes.




b
¥

deosar o8d To AoE 994
wd tetlied eily s} sefealyito ueiselsos avefeeW ol ‘3oebive
gviessn ed3 ¥edt (esi¥izosia eid vd 100q ek wd . snvoy sdd
Bol” :: auos suo ni begoleved evsd oW $ud3 mealdosm oimoacoeclszon
-sofas Yo haa .ameq efn naiﬁ gaw&a‘:gﬁm to oldagsonk eris
.absea Kaubzvtim.t 'xzeﬂ:k oF gni‘

m 3t sads alage m ukm pagede asd Inemuzevoy ¥
ob oF Imblvlbnl viove Yo ¥dalt erd snzv'zﬂm o:t MAsihﬁb
.353:23 £90 am

‘kc $aeabaews uu' mtvm edd o be&cqm ﬂm oW
m o 'zﬁunn wxqmm& s ebuloat of »Hnnmmb eds

; lmwla dt t.tm ton $pefoury Ity fads wediado 8 .noxnod.ti

uoh ud nonuﬂumo -sm dotdw oidals xmz m rao.tumq

am.n okta!mt! ban asxm.tlm nw u M ;wm




We are attempting to find some lasti
solution to the problems of our native peoples -~ the Indian:
and Eskimos.
We have introduced new concepts aimed at rehabilitat-
ing the economy of entire regions by Supplying'tailorbmade
programs degigned to imprové the quality of education, increase
the efficiency of agriculture and 1nduétry. upgrade transporta-
tion facilities and strengthen social services and incentives. ' |
All this is being done against the background of a !
federal political system and 2 bilingual society, as I men~
tioned earlier. If in these circumstances we are able to
accomplish our goals, providing we do, it will be to achieve |
a better life for ;1i canadians. and if we manage to do it, we /
will demonstrate to our citizens that the social structure is
capable of change, that it is semsitive to the noeds and demends |
of individuals, that orderly processes do exist inside society
able to act as a2 vehicle for the protestations and the challenges
of the agérievad. then we shall have succeeded not only for

ocurselves, but I believe we shall have illustrated that

tribalism and withdrawal are not the answer, that diversity

‘and noaconformity contribute to a more satisfying and

culturally enriched life. ;
And, especially, Mr. Chairman, I think we will have

demonstrated to the citizens that their goverament is ecapable

of solving problems and of meeting crises when they arise, and
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perhaps pr@venﬁing onsofar as possible the arising of ;
crises.

Most of our advanced societies are now in the posi-
tion where they practically have to reassure their citizens
and demonstrate palpably that these crises can be met, that
govermment, in short, can govern; and we have to do this by
steering 2 mid-course between too much authority and too much
liberty, and it is a great challenge for all of us.

It should not therefore be expected that this kind of
nation -~ this Canada that I am describing -~ should project g
itself onto the international scene as a mirror image of the

J
| |
United States. Much as our two countries are alike, much as |
; |
they have in common -- both with one another and towards “

|

other nations -~ we are different. And each of us is healthier
as a result of that difference. (

It cannot be expected that a country which is so
deeply involved in social changes within its own boundaries
should not be examining as well its foreign policies. Canada L

is, as you know, now reaching the conclusion of the first

wmethodical and total review of our foreign policy and our

defense policy since the end of World War II., We have gone
back to first prinelplos in doing so, and we are questioning

the continuing validity of many assumptions.

Some policies will, without question, bes found want-

ing for the conditions of today and be cuénged. Others will
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be retained. I want to emphasize that this review is not
an excuse to prove our independence; that independence needs
no proving. Nor is it an exercise intepded to illustrate
to the United States our potential for irritat;on. We have
no desire, and no surplus energy, for that kind of activity.
¥We are building a new society in Canada. It should
not be surprising that the external manifestations of this
society may be somewhat different than has been the case in
the pagt. But just ss one of the invariable principles of
that domemtie society is the primacy of the individual, so is
one of the invariables of our foreign policy genuine friend-
ship with the United States.

The usual way of stating this fact is to refer in
somewhat grandiloguent terms to our 4,000-mile unguaided
border, to our lengthy history of amity and harmony, and to
the many projects in which we are jointly engaged. It could
also be illustrated by ﬁroving how interdependent our two
nations are in economic, in resource, in geographic, and in
environmental terms.

I prefer, however, to express all this more on the
level of hockey and Charlie Brown, however. One of our better
known humorists, Stephen Leacock, put £h1ngn in their proper |

perspective. Writing as an English-speaking person in a

bilingual society, he said:
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~ Bew technological information that has been imparted to us,

"In Canada we have enough to do keeping up

with two spoken languages without trying to

invent slang, so we Just go right ahead and use

English for literature, Scotch for sermons, and

American for conversation." (Laughter)

Mr. Chairman, so long as we continue to behave like
this, I think the warmth with which Canadians and Americans
regard each other will protect us all from any sins our‘governw
ments might in error commit,

(Applause.)

MR. HEFFERNAN: Prime Minister, perhaps I should
explain that I only ask the gquestions as they are sent up from
the floor.

The first one: After hearing Mr. Nizon's argument,
are you now in favor of an ABM systen?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Well, you know, in Canada
We have a Cabinet system of govermnment. We do not have the
Presidential system. This really means, in effect, that all
I can do now is go back to my Cabinet colleagues, report to

them the new information we have received, report to them the

2nd we will have to assess the impact of this on our own
Spproach to foreign affairs, and we will have to announce a
decision. I eould not say, therefore, if Mr. Nixon's argu-

Rents have changed my mind, because I don't belicve any of




gl Snlqeen ob of dgwons evanl o9 ebansd ni"

.Mstw, gopswgasl amioqe owy g3te
. 3dgts o Feut ow os .gnsle Spaent - -
gatfgnd

onusnesil a0t



you or anyone knows what my mind was beiore. (Laughtey)

MR. BEFFEKNAN: We have 2 question in French, and
the Prime Hinister has kindly consgented to read it himself
and to reply in French.

PRINE MINISTBR TRUDEAU: If you know Quebec at alil,
you can be sure this is not a friendly question, or it is not
put up by someone friendly. It is certainly bona fide. I
ean read French, but I cannot read everyone's writing.

(Speaking in French.)

in a few words, this really means that though we
were down here to meet the President and his Administration,
wve are aware of what the critics made of the decision on the
ABM, and we did meet some of these critics socially yesterday,
but that any formal discussion with them could not properly
take place.

Fortunately, thanks to genflenen and ladies like
yoursel&as. we are made ivaroAin 2 very immediate though direct
way of what these criticisms are.

As I entered this building, I found one of these
persons making an argument, a man with a picket sign telling
us what we should tell your government to do.

: MR. HEFFERNAN: A two-part question, sir, which
represents many which have been passed up to me: What are
the reasons for the seeming lack of progress on your proposal

fo recognize Communist China -~ that 1s, the lack of progress



o 3

yafdaued;

.e%0%ed mew bais ym tadw awonid esoyns o doy

mmz a2 'zxq{m of bas
mm ARTEINIM BUKES




in the Stockholm talks? Do you think it is posgible
to have a two-China or one-China/one-Formosa arrangement?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Well, on the lack of pro-
gress, our Secretary of State for External Affairs, Mr. Sharp,
has indicated to Parliament that we were prepared to be very
patient. I do not know how patient this reaily means,

One person has calculated that the Chinese intend
to take as long in exchanging recognition as was taken by the
country who delayed recognition, which would mean it would
mean waiting 20 years. But this would be a frightening pros-
pect. But there are more frightening ones: If we do decide
to recognize the Vatican, we are 2;000 years late. (Laughter)

But, seriocusly, we do not think that there has
been any undue delay. It is only two months now I believe
since we made our first approach to the ?boples' Republic of
China representative in Stockholm, and we have put to them our
desire to emter into talks with a view to exchanging repre-
sentation.

There bhas been, I believe, one meeting since, and
there is really nothing more to report at this time. But it
does not distress us at all. I think the important step has
'been made -- that is our indication that we were prepared to
embark upon dipiomatic representations, and we were prepared
== porhaps that is also by way of answering the other part

of the question -~ to recognize Peking as ;ho legitimate
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Government of China. This, in itself, is an answer to what

we would do, or what we consider, to Formosa to be the
legitimate Government of China. It is that we cannot recog-
nize two govermments. Therefore, we are indicating to Peking

and to the world that we are now prepared to recognize it as

the legitimate government.

What consequences will flow or not out of our deter-
mination, I suppose it would be even unwise to speculate too
widely on them, 2nd, as 1t were, to show all of our hand be-
fore reaching agreement with Peking.

But Formosa's claim to be the government of all
China is one, of course, which we rejecf. once we recbgnize
Peking as the government. What will follow, whether there
will be one Forn&sa and one China, is really for these fwo
countries to determine, more than ourselves.

As you know, the act of recognition of a‘country
doeg not carry with it necessarily a recognition of that
country's territorial claims. We can recognize the Argentine
without recognizing its territorial claims over the Falkland
Islands. Therefore, the fate of Formosa is really one which
will be determined by the Taipei Government itself.

As to whether it will wish to continue asserting its
claim of being the gévermnent of all China, or whether it
will embark on some other'course of being a soﬁeroign state

of its own, I cannot speculate on what course they wish to
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follow, nor what course Peking will wish to follow in iis
relations with it.

MR, HEFFERNAN: There are a mumber of guestions
on the question of Canada joining the Organization of American
States. The most direct of them:

Why doesn't Canada join the Organization of American
States?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Well, as you know, we have
been considering this for a long while. I think what has
held us back most in the past is, as in the present, the sense
that if we join the Organization of American States, we would
be a pale reflection of the American image, and we did not
find this useful.

To be gquite blunt, we have never evolved a very
coherent and organic policy towards Latin America. We have
been turned towards Europe, other parts of the world, much
more than we have towards South America and Central America.
And, not having a clear, coherent policy, had we entered the
40AS, I am afraid we would have brought no new knowledge and
no new resolve, and the danger of that would have been that
either we would have retlecfed the State Department's views
in all matters, and this would have been, I believé. not only
detrimental to oursélves, but it would have been detrimental

to the kind of relationship that we hoped to establish iith_

Latin American countries. Or, on the other hand, we would have
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necessarily felt obliged in many cases to disagree with the
State Department just to prove our independence, but without
any logical or consistent background or policy towaid o

So what we have done in this new administration is
to send a high-level delegation to South America, a ministeria’
level, which toured most of the countries of Latin America
and Central America, and which is now embarked upon defining
for ourselves a policy as regards these nations.

The question of the OAS is really only secondary.
I think we all feel we would like to be part of it, but only
if we can be a useful part. And if we find that our policy
ies one on which we can make a clear statement, one on which
we can seek clear guidelines and principles which we would
follow, then I ;bink a normal step would be to ask for ad-
mittance to the OAS,

I might only point out in passing that I believe
that many of the Latin Americans -- most of them -- feel
very much as we do in this, and it was rarely the first or
the second quéstion they asked us, whether we would join the
OAS. They were more interested im knowing where we were
going in relation to them. And we indicated to them we
wanted to establish much tighter links with this vast land

mage which will have some half-million people by the turan of

the century and which, if we do not comsider it as one of the

important parts of the world, can become obviocusly a very
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serious source of disturbance to world order.

Because of this, we want to increase our relatﬁem&
with South America and with Central America. We want to do
it in the areas of trade, in the areas of culture, of ex-
changes of many kinds -~ of people, of students, of ideas.
And as a next step we will consider the OAS.

I would say that our ineclination is towards asking
admittance, but with the timing to be determined.

MR. HEFFERNAN: In the same field, Prime Minister,

a nice easy one:

Why does Canada support Cuban intervention in lLatin
Amorica by trading with Cuba?

And along with it:

What should Uncle Sam do about Fidel Castro?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Well, I suppose a long dis-
sertation on Cuba would be repetition of one that.you have
heard and read many times.

I would perhaps reject the premises of the question
that wé do support Castro's activities in South America mere-
1y because we are trading with them. Because if that were
the principle on ihich we‘vera to base ourselves, we could
argue that the United States doea trade with a lot of govern-
ments -~ most countries in the world trade with a lot of
- governments with policies of which they do not approve. And

I believe that one of the best vehicles of understanding and
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catchword, the key word is communication. The key word is

the only way is to talk about the values which the discontented

closer relationships between countries is trade. The
m;asi@naries come first, and the traders come next.

I think that the Canadian‘approach to these problemn:
-= and it has not been ar original one ~- ig that in our re-~
lations with éther countries we should not try and intermingle
the two types of issues. Short of being at the state of war
with another nation, we do not believe that curtailment of
trade is in any sense conducive to a lessening of tensions
between countries. On the contrary. We trade with Communist
China. We trade with Cuba.-'The United States trades with
many countries, the policies of which I am sure your people
disagree.

Thorefora. what should the United States do with
Fidel Cistro? I suppose anyone in this room now would say the
thing you ahould;'t do is ask the FBI.

I think it is important to realize that the forece ' 5
of nationalism, the force of independence, the feelings of
independence of a nation are pretty hard to stifle, and that

in international relations -~ 28 in domestic relations -~ the

dialogue, in the same sense that we are beginning to discover I
within our societies that you cannot repress sources of discon-

tent and hope that you will have a peaceful society. But

groups feel., Talk about bridging this gap, whether it be 2
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generation gap or color gap or geographical gap within a
society or a rieh—poor gap. The only way to prevent two
soclietiss developing within the nation, each with its own
set of values which reflects the other person's set of values,
is to discuss these values, to meet, to exchange, as you try
to do in your politics -- as we try to do in ours. And if
this is true within societies where tensions are mounting, it
is certainly true in international society. And that is why
we have the United Nations. That is why.we bave forms where
we discuss the other person's values.

And we think that in the case of Cuba this applies
Juét as nuch as it applies in the case of Red China. It is
once again only by discussion and communication that you can
perhaps not convince the other person that your values are
the right ones, but convince him that he has had a chance to
make his point, and that the discussion is based on reason
and appeal to thought rather than to emotion.

(Applause.)
MR. HEFFERNAN: On oil, Prime Minister, what is your

position for or against the contimental oil policy for the
United States and Canada? And are you here to discuss it now?
PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Yes, we sre. We did dis-
cuss it, both the President and myself, and then our Ministers
and officials. We have a continental oil policy of sorts.

It was set up in the past, and it worked reasonably well.
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The technical details of it are perhaps a bit
elaborate, but essentially it means that Canadian oil produce r;
sell to Western Canada and sell to the United States an amount
roughly equivalent to the amount of oil that Eastern Canada
purchases overseas and, notably, from the Venezuelan producers.
It is a deal between the American Government and the Canadian
Government which is cost-saving for both parties.

The new oil discoveries and the implementation of
this past policy is creating problens. We did discuss them
and we are announcing in a press release that there will be
further meetings on the 2nd of April with a view to locking

at this continental oil policy and discovering the new avenues

that might want to be followed.
I think we have arguments for the United States in

the sense that our oil is not only cheaper, but it is more
Secure in terms of defense in any future conflict. It is
continental oil. It is more easy of access. And if we do
not continue exploring and discovering new sources of oil,
there might come a time when there will be an oil gap that we
won't be able to fill on this continent.

Discoveries at Prudhoe Bay perhaps retarded for some
years the dévelopment of such a gap, but I think it is very
present in our mind, both the American and Canadian Gb&ernment.
and we will now be seeking to establish new guidelines for &

policy which will be in the mutual interests of both
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countries to permit the encouragement and development
of oil resources in Canada, and at the same time not
disrupting your internal markets,

We find that the discussions went very well, that
thgre was a great deal of understanding between our government
on the over-all aims, and we are very optimistic that there
will be emerging 2 renewed oil policy which will be satisfac~

tory to both govermments.
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MR. HEFFTERNAN: A bank of questions on, the‘qaum:u;;
of draft evaders. What is the attitude of your government in
regaxd toximericans who tfavei to Canada to evade the draft?
Has their entry noticeably affected the thoughts or policy
of Canadians? And is there a limit to the number you will
admit?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: When a guestion is restrictec
to draft-dodgers, the answer is a very simple one. The status
of being a draft-dodger does not enter at all into oﬁr immi-
gration policy. You can have your draft card in your pocket.
If you are dodging the draft, you are not even asked about it
and you are admitted to the Canadian border.

It is an irrelevant question from the point of view
of our policy, and because it is not a relevant question, we
do not have statistics on it. We do not know how many'draft—
dodgers have been admitted ﬁo Canada and have stayed there.

I believe it is a policy which is similar to that practiced
by the United States as regards draft-dodgers. We do know
that a number of Americans come to Canada to‘a)ade the draft.
We also know that a number, perhaps a superior number, of
Canadians come to the United States to join the United States
Aray. We do not have statistics. Some of them are even
fighting in Vietnam.

But what effect these draft-dodgers have on our

students is a question which, of course, I am no more informed
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on than you might be, sir. Their Presence has been felt.

They have aroused a-great deal of sympathy on the Canaaian
campuses. By and large they have proved to be good students,
orderly students, and much of their attitude, I believe, is
dictated by reasons of conscience rather than by any desire to

upset a particular order of things.

If the question were to go on and ask about deserters,

I might be in a more delicate situation. Our pelicy as to
deserters is not as clear as that regarding draft evaders.

In general, we do have statistics on this and, in general,
Canadian policy has been, shall we say, a little less free
towards deserters than to draft evaders, on the basis that
immigration does consider whether 4 prospective immigrant has
any moral or legal commitment in the country of origin. And
this applies, of course, not only to American immigrants but
to immigrants from all countries. We do have statistics on
this. I believe that we admitted 56 deserters in Canada last
year and this, as you see, is a very small number. There may
be others in Canada but who have not asked for immigrant status
and, therefore, on which we cannot report.

MR. HEFFERNAN: Another question: Do you really
think you can unify the French-English tradition in the
Dominion? And how sericus today is the threat of French
Canada seceding from the commonwealth?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Well, this is a question on
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status. We say there are in Canada many ethnic groups, as in
the United States of America. And on the basis of history,
we cannot say that English and French Canadians are the first
or the best and that their languages should be the only offi-
cial ones because if it were an historical basis, we would finc
that there were other people here before the English and
French, the Eskimos and Indians and so on.

Therefore, we tend to look at this problem from a
pragmatic point of view. We say, in fact, there are two
large linguistic communities in Canada: the English-speaking
and the Frenchfspeaking. And because of this, it will be
important for members of those two communities to be able to
communicate with the state in the official lénguage of their
choice. And this can be done. It can be legiélated. Ve
cannot legislate equality of two groups in the nation. It is
not possible. I mean, you can say that the citizen of CGuatemala
is equal to the citizen of Germany. You can talk of an
equation in international law, but within a society you cannot
say the blacks will be equal to the white, or the English will
be equal to the French. This is not an operational concept.
You cannot say there will be as many stores on Main Street
of the French language as there is per capita French in the
country. You cannot say there will be as many students in
your school as there is a proportion of that group to the

overall total. It is not an operational concept. But the




which there is no real answer except that many politicians
have staked their political future on the hypothesis that
there was no lasting danger of secession and, more important,
that we could unify, as the question puts it, Canadians in
spite of their linquistic differences.

I think the key to this -- and it might be worth a

word of explanation -- is that we as a government ~- and it

was the position of our party in the elections which, as you
know, also scored resounding victories in the French part of
Canada, which was an overwhelming return. Our approach is
that‘there are not two nations in Canada, because if you are
going to talk of two nations there is a danger that you will
go towards two political nations and two distiﬁct legal enti-
ties either called "states" or "countries* or "peoples."”

Our app}oach to it is that language is merely a
vehicle; it is a tool. We have one nation. We have one
political nation and we want to remain one political nation.
But in this nation we have taken the position that there will
be two wehicles of communication. There will not be the
French-Canadian and the English-Canadian. There will be

+ French-speaking Canadians, which might include a lot of people
of Italian, of Hungarian, of Rumanian ancestry, and there will
be English-speaking Canadians which in fact include Canadians
of all ethnic originé. Therefore, we do not try to distinguish

two ethnic groups or say one ethnic group has a privileged
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language concept is an operational concept. It has worked
many other countries more or less well.

(Speaking in French.)

It works in Switzerland where they have three and
even four recognized languages. It works in South Africa;
it works in Ireland; it works in Belgium. Not perfectly. It
does not work perfectly in Canada, too, but we believe that

- the approach to the world of tomorrow is a pluralistic one,
not based on ethnicity any more than it should be based on
religion. And we reject any abproach which tends to say
that the state is the protector of an ethnic group -- the
French-Canadians in this particular instance. The state must
be the servant of all citizens regardless of not only color
and creed but of ethnic origin,

By rejecting this approach we do not reject, as I
say, the legal declaration that the tools of communication
shall be the English and the French language. This is once
again not because they are superior or intrinsically better
than any other ianguage. It is because, as a pragmatic fact,
we see that these are the»tools of communication; that if the
country is to hold together, each citizen of that linguistic
community must feel that he can plug into his organs of govern-
ment. And this is our approach,

{(Applause.)

MR. HEFFERNAN: Perhaps following that up, sir: Do
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many Canadians feel that the British-—Noﬁ:th American Act of
1867 is outdated? What would you propose to update it?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: We have been embarked upon
constitutional negotiations in the past year a little bit.
Our approach for some vears was that there were.very few
important problems in Canada that could not be solved under
the BNA Act, 100 years old as it was. But the urgent prioritiec
for government were at all levels. fThey were questions of
poverty, questions of urban growth, questions of environmental
control, questions of law andvorder, questions of economic
development and the correction of regional disparities. all
these problems are top priority, and we fear that too much of
our mental energies and time would be diverted into constitu-
tional debates,

We feei that by and large the citizen in our countyxy,
as I suppose in many countries, is not so much interested in
arbitrating quarrels between one level of government and the
other, not so much interested in the results of competitions
between, in our case, the central government and the provincial
governments as to who should have power over what. The citizen
is interested in béing well governed from all levels of govern-
ﬁent..'And that is why our approach to the constitution has
been that first we must state that which unites us, those
principles which we ﬁold in common, all Canadians, rather than

begin by opening the debate on a division of power, on the
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respective jurisdictions of the federal and provincial govern-
ments which, as I say, appear only secondary to the citizen.
We have tried to define those values common to all. One of
them, as I just said in answer to the previous question, being
the linguistic beliefs; and that is why we have brought before
the Provinces this approach to the constitution which, as I
said in my remarks earlier, is the belief in a charter of
fundamental human liberties. If we can state that in the
constitution, if we can protect the citizen from governmental
invasion of these rights, then we would have gone a long way
to establish the community of feeling and of thought in Canada
which is essential to any consensus of any government.

That is the first step. weAhave_gone well beyond
that. I don't wént to bore at least the Canadian people in
the audience by Lsumming up what we have proposed, but begin-
ning February of last year, until the present day, we have had
many, many, many discussions on the most vital parts of the
constitution. They go all the way from a charter of fundamental
liberties to the institutions of federalism themselves; the
~role of the Senate in the federal form of government; the role
of the Supreme Court; how it should be set up; the role of
the national capital and the desirability of having it reflect
the bilingual and multi-cultural character of our society.

‘ These are all propositions which we have put to the

Provinces, upon vwhich debate and negotation is going on at the
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present time.

There has been in recent months. an emphasis put on
by some Provinces on the fiscal aspects of it, on the use of
the spending power by the federal government. This aspect is
Leing debated, too, and my government's feeling on what the
constitution might be could be best gathered by reading a
fairly lengthy booklet on it which our Ambassador would be
delighted to hand to you.

This is our general approach.

MR. HEFFERNAN: Thefe are many question which we
will not have the time to ask. But maybe one we should deal
with is: Did you and President Nixon have a meeting of the
minds on the future of an international g:ains agreement; and
more specifically, the world price of wheat: and do you think
that price is tooihigh?

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Well, we did have a meeting
of the minds at least on our approach to it. We did feel that
this international agreement, which wés drafted after consider-
able pain by producing, exporting and importing nations, it
would be desirable if it could be respected.

We realize that beyond this pious wish there is
much work to be done. One of the large and important exporters
is, of course, the quernmént of Australia. The Prime Minister
of Australia will be in this country and in our country in

some days' time,rand we have agreed that we should try and
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ST L s E

invelve the Government of Australia in our approach to re-
establishing respect for the international grains agreement.
To this extent there has been a meeting of the minds.

We have not found out how we could get the world
community to accept our point of view, but there has been
called a meeting early in April of the exporting nations.

They are to examine this problem. They will then examine the
problem that was asked, sir, about whether the price has been
set too high.

Our Canadian answer to this is that the price was
set after a great deal of discussion and debate. It is per-
haps easy or tempting now to say the price was too high
because of the current situation of the producing nations
and the surpluses in grain. But this is the basis of all
commodity agreements. If we didn't have an agreement, we
might be able to probably say the price is too high now; but
in years of shortage, then the price would probably appear too
low to us and we would be tempted, all of us exporters, to up
the price considerably to the consuming nations. And that
is why a balance must be established in all these international
commodities, commodities which are internationally traded,
and that is why we have this approach.

It is no longer the individual farmer who is selling
his wheat or his sugar or his cocoa or whatever the other

commodity is which is covered or should be covered by inter-
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national agreements. It is the state itself which is involvec
And we know that all of these policies, if they are not quided
by an agreement, will tend to beggar each other, and the re-
sult will not be favorable.

In times of overproduction, it will be advantageocus
to the consuming nation; but in times of underproduction, it
wiil be disastrous to them. 2And it is to average this out,
sir, that we have these agreements. And on these general
principles the President and his Administration agree very much
with ours.

MR. HEFFERNAN: Prime Minister, we are very indebted
to you for coming here today and ansvering so many questions.

And in acknowledgment of this we would like to present this

T i e e T L S D e o S L SLUERC B Lasiieet by

3 Certificate of Appreciation from the National Press Club.
PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Thank you very much.

{(Applause.)

MR. HEFFERNAN: Also, sir, we have a little gift -
% the official tie for the National Press Club. And we would
implore you not to try to hang yourself with it, just to wear
it.

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU: Thank you very much.

‘Aﬁplause.)

MR, HEFFERNAN: One final question ~- I don't know
whether we are goiné to get this into air time. When is

General de Gaulle coming for a return visit? {(Laughter.)
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