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MODERATOR: I believe you all know Mr. Clark and Madame Vezina,

b

Mr. Relleher. Mr. Clark will have a shortﬁététemgnt

-

‘Q
and then it will be thrown open to guestions of all the Mlnlsters.

. \x 3

CLARK: Thanks very much. I have tabledt'oday in the House
s
of Commons, a Green Paper entltl(a "Competltlveness

X 1
and Security” which is the occasion and‘ﬁheﬁ§eh1cle for the first

public parliamentary review of 1nternatlo%\f policy in Canadian

history. My colleague Flora MacDonaldwFrled to accomplish this
purpose in 1979 but you may recalIJ%Hé& we ran out of time. We

are doing it through Parliéggﬁgfifh;ough a joint committee of the...
a special Joint Commltté; of zie House of Commons and the Senate

because Parllameng¢§:36uf‘v1ew, is Canada's most important institution

<

1

and represents :he "hoIE country. The paper will reflect the traditional
’)s

concerns of Canadlan foreign policy, concerns with regard to arms

control, t;%in&grnatlonal development, to relations with particular
<

count‘izg and regions of the world, to Canada's activity and leading

r fé“” 4 ternational institutions. But there is also, as you

i‘%ould‘%gve seen, an untraditional element in this paper and that
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is the direct recognition of the economic interdependence of the

modern world of the degree to which international economic circumstances
must befaced by Canada as we make owr policy in an& aspect of internationa.
relations. We reached a situation today where issues that once

were local have now become very much international. There was

a gquestion in the House of Commons today about beef. Beef used

to be a matter that concerned my ranchers in southern Alberta.

Today beef and Canadian beef policy is an international gquestion.

There has been in the House recently concern, ané indeed over the

last several years, concern about the rights and the equality of

Indian wanen. That used to be a Canadian question, it has become

an international question before the United Nations. Acid rain
obviously is an international guestion, no longér just a matter

of concern to people in the Muskokas. So it goes, gquestions that

used to be local in the modern world are now very much international.

WE hope by way of this policy review process to help Canadians

gain that international perspective on questions which had traditionally
been regarded as more local. We also hope to create and to generate

a much broader understanding of the interdependence...the economic
interdependence that we face. We're a new government. We were

elected to bring new policies to the cowmtry. I've made it clear,

as have my colleague Ministers that we intend actively to pursue

and to maintain the Canadian tradition in international affairs,
maintaining an active and positive presence, but we have some choices

to make as a country. We have same choices to make as to where

we put our emphasis, whether that's in trade or in development

or in other fields. 1It's our view that those guestions are too
important just to leave to Ministers or to govermments. We think
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it's...it is appropriate for the Canadian people to be involved
directly in this process, that is what the Green Paper process
;é all about. I should say that we're doing this in the context
of a guite remarkable demcnstration of interest by ordinary Canadians
in international guestions. All of us have been impressed by the
overwhelming response of Canadians to the famine in Africa, a response
which continuves. I believe that that interest in international,
guestions largely untapped for a long time, goes well beyond the
guestion of famine, the guestion of a crisis in one continent.
We hope in the year in which this study will continue, that we
w1ll Zind reflected that kind of interest on the range of guestions
that are raised by the Green Paper.

Je ne veux pas repeter tout ce éue j avais dit,
mais brievement, je viens de soumettre a la Chambre des communes
une copie du Livre Vert gui sera un vehicule pour les citoyens
canadiens participer directement dans la formulation, dans la
discussion des fins, des raisons d'etre du politigue international
canadien. C est la premiere occasion dans l'histoire du Canada
que ncous avons eu un debat, une serie de seances publiques pour
permettre aux citoyvens de participer directement dans la formulation
des politiques etrangeres. Dans une grande mesure, le Livre Vert
touche les concerns, les preoccupations traditionnelles du Canada.
La preoccupation avec le developpement internaticnal, avec les
institutions internationales, avec nos relations bilaterales,
et avec les regiocns du monde. Mais avec le controle des Andes.
Mais aussi il y a une autre phase gui n'est pas traditionnelle
dans le Livre vert. Ca, c'est l'acceptation que le Canada est
partie d un monde et sujet, susceptible aux forces economigues
internationales avec lesguelles nous devons travailler, avec
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lesquelles nous devons faire face. Et j'espere gue l'occasion
de la circulation éu Livre Vert peut encourager les citoyens canadiens
éde nous joindre dans un debat public et detaille des fins et des
programmes de notre politigue internationale.

We'é@ be pleased to try to deal with gquestions that

any of you might have.
MODERATOR: Michel Rostand.

Q: Monsieur le ministre, en ce gqui concerne 1l'OTAN,

je comprends gue l'adhésion & 1'OTAN et & ses politiques n'est pas
remise en guestion ou n'est pas le sujet de la discussion et en
particulier 3 la page 16, vous rappelez un principe de 1'OTAN selon
leguel on ne renonce pas 3 recourir en premier aux armes nucléaires.
En vertu du principe, le but de l'alliance c'est d'empécher la guerre
sous toutes ses formes. Est-ce gue je comprends bien, votre
gouvernement en pensant gue donc la politique de 1'OTAN est de ne

pas renoncer 3 la premiére attagque nucléaire et d'endosser par ce

gouvernement ne fait pas partie de la révision.

CLARK: Ce que nous avons endossé est 1'1dée, le principe gque les
politigues de 1'OFAN doivent etre déterminées par 1'OTAN,

par tous les membres, les états-membres de 1'OTAN. Nous avons indiqué
que pour le gouvernement, la guestion est décidée en ce qgui concerne
notre adhésion 3 1'OTAN, mais c'est un processus public. Il y aura
les autres perspectives, j'ai... nous avons indiqué dans le Livre

Vert notre positon, mais il y aura les autres perspectives. Si les
autres perspectives peuvent convaincre le Comité, il y aura les

conclusions différentes une fois gue le Comité a soumis son rapport.
0./5



ROSTAND: Mais pour l'instant, vous acceptez ce principe de 1'OTAN,

CLARK: Pour l'instant, le gouvernement accepte les politigues actuelles
de 1'OTAN, s'il y a un changement, sera le Canada d'y participer

dans une discussion d'un changement potentiel, mais nous sommes les

membres d'une &guipe de 1'OTAN et nous devons, nous voulons faire les

décisions avec les autres partenaires de 1'OTAN.

MODERATOR: Pamela Wallin.

Q: Mr. Clark, much of the emphasis on this paper

is trade related and much of it was dealt with extensively
in a paper presented by your éolleague, Mr. Kelleher. Mr. Xelleher
is to make some important and crucial decisions on that much soéner

than your deadline that you've imposed on this committee. Why

are we going through both exercises?

CLARK: There is...as I- make clear in the paper on several
occasions, the fact that we are reviewing policy
does not relieve us of the obligation to make policy and there
are going to be a number of issues that arise, some of them in
trade, some of them in other fields, where the government of Canada
is going to have to make decisions so we will do that. The fact
that we havé to make decisions does not lessen the importance of
the country having an opportunity for the first time in our history
to discuss together what should be the general purposes of Canadian
foreign policy including Canadian trading policy. And of course
it is always possible, always possible that if there is a unanimous
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report by the committee resulting from this...the circulation of

this Green Paper that suggests changes in decisions that we might
take between now and the submission of the report. It would be

very difficult for a government to ignore that kind of unanimity.

So we think that this process allows us both to act and to consider
foreign policy. There is nothing new about governments making
decisions, what is new is that this process permits for the first
time in Canadian history the broad public participation of individual

Canadians in the process.

MODERATUN: John Burke.
-

Q: ... {inaudible)...a bit the same guestion, how do

you reconcile, for instance, a decision coming back
or a recommendation on cruise missile...O0r pardon me, not cruise
missile, but participation of Star Wars research from your experts
when in the meantime there's a public discussion going on through
this Green Paper about defence and such roles? Would you have
to then retroactively say, okay, we're not going to participate

if that were the verdict of the committee?

CLARK: Well, let me take that in two ways. If there were

no public process of discussion, there would be
a cdecision by the government in any event with regard to the invitation
from the Americans to participate in the Strategic Defence Initiative
Study. So what is new is not the decision but the fact that Canadians
will be allowed, encouraged, given a vehicle to take an active

and decisive role in discussion of Canadian foreign policy. The
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second thing I'é make to deal, I hope for the only time this press
conference, in a hypothetical... Let's assume for the moment,

for the sake of argument, that the government of Canada decides

to reject the invitation from the United States to take part in
Strategic Defence Initiative Research. Let's make that assumption
and let's assume that the committee after its hearings reported
unanimously that that was wrong, that we should in fact be taking
part in that research. I think that a government that had a decision
to reject the invitation would have to pay attention to a unanimous
decision, a unanimous recommendation by a committee, that we should
consider that research. That is a hypéthetical but think it
makes the point that I'm trying to make.

MOTERATOR: Robert Hepburn.

Q: Mr. Clark, in your forward you say that reduction
of the budget deficit may reguire further re-entrenchment
of some of our international activities. Throughout this paper
the only place that I can find that you talk about possible cutbacks
is in foreign aid. Is that an oversight or is that the only place

that you are looking at possible cutbacks?

CLARK: Bob, everytime I come to a press conference on a
specific topic you ask a guestion on another one.

You'll have to wait for the budget to see what happens to the budget

in...with regard to the Department of External Affairs and CIDA

and ODA.
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Q: You're raising the guestion in the paper.

CLARK: Yeah, you're asking a budget guestion which you

know very well I can't answer now...unless I misunderstood

you.

Q: Well where else might you cut back other than giving
money to other countries? Embassies, the defence?

CLARK: Might we cut back...might we cut back? Yes, we

might cut back in...you're asking me as a result

h

of the process might we cut back in some of these fieids? Yes,

if the recommendation of the committee is that We cut back in field
A, B, C or D, we will look at that. And if you're asking me a
guestion about the budget, I can't answer that until the 23rd of

May.

Q: Monsieur Clark, Francois Jalbert de la Radio Mutuelle, j'aimerais
savoir dans quelle mesure vous vous sentirez 1ié& par une

recommandation du groupe parlementaire de consultation gui irait dans

le sens contraire d'une politique gui aurait €té décidée d'ici l'an

prochain, est-~ce gue ¢a va €tre possible de revenir en arriére,

en particulier si vous décidez de participer & la guerre des &toiles,

c'est presque impensable gu'on puisse s'en tirer si on s'apergoit

gue les canadiens sont contre?

CLARK: Si les décisions, si les recommandations d'un Comité conjoint
du Parlement et du Sé&nat, si les recommandations sont unanimes,
il y a une possibilité que le gouvernement peut changer méme une .politiquz
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de base pour le gouvernement. Euh... j'ai... j'ai indiqué dans le
Livre Vert certaines des guestions gui pour nous sont presgue fermées,
les guestions de 1'OTAN, les guestions des Nations-Unies, les guestions
comme ¢a, mais s'il y a recommandation unanime et forte et persuasive
par le Comité parlementaire 3 appeler des audiences publigues, le
gouvernement doit les considérer. Je prends au sérieux le processus

je crois gue c'est bien essentiel pour nous d'avoir, premi&érement,

les audiences publigues, la participation publigue, mais je crois

gue plus l'obligation est une obligation gouvernementale, ce sera
nécessaire pour nous, le gouvernement, d'accepter un certain nombre

de recommandations, en particulier les recommandations unanimes du

Comité.
MODERATOR: David Todd.
Q: Picking up on Bob Hepburn's guestion, throughout

the paper Mr. Clark, starting with your foreword,
the need to focus more on specific parts of the world is tied in
fact to...the fact there's going to be limited resources in the
future and I wonder to what...in fact in one of the background...
the background paper that came with it, it says we cannot afford
to make every region a priority. And I'm wondering to what extent
over the next year; you have this process of finding out what Canadians
think, the object of the exercise is political in the sense of
finding out what parts of the world Canadians are not particularly

interested in.and focussing on the rest.
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CLARK: I don't think that we're going to be running...I

don't think we're going to be trying to determine
what parts of the world Canadians are interested in. I think we
are going to try to determine what parts of the world is there
a stronger Canadian interest in, if you see the distinction. One
is a matter of public opinion, if you will, the other is a matter
of enduring national interest and the pocint that we are making
is that after a long time in which the country was and considered
itself to be a very wealthy country, we have to recognize that
we too are dealing with some limitations. If we want to be effective
we may wel. have to...we are going to have to establish some priorities.
We éon't want to establish those priorities blindly, we Qant to
do it on the basis of comparing what believe we 'know about Canada's
interest in different regions with what the public believes it

knows about Canada's interest in different regions.
MCDERATOR: Gail Morris.

Q: Mr. Clark, on the whole gquestion of trade,

you know you mentioned on page seven that there's
a drift towards managed trade and new forms of protectionism affecting
key sectors like automcbiles, shoes and textiles and food. I'm
thinking here of import quotas and the various lobbies for these
croups have been pressing the Canadian government very hard to
retain the guotas and in some cases to increase those gquotas. How
do you view this? Do you see free trade actually eliminating these

kinds of gquotas and what impact would that have on jobs in Canada?

../11
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CLARK: Well our argument of course, -speaking on a basis

I suppose for a moment of theory, is that as the
world, Canada and other countries in what they define as their
own immecdiate national interest, become more and more protectionist,
that raises threats to jobs everywhere and that we are going to
have to have a much more open trading system. Obviously if Canada
is going to be calling for an open trading system, our actions
have to be consistent with the position we're taking internationally
and we have to take a look, as the paper guite explicitly raises.
We have to take a look at those areas in which it is going to be
more iikely Zor Canada to be able to be competitive on a world
scale anc¢ those areas where it is less likely and what we have
to do abcut making sure that Canada is competitive. But obviously
if we are going to be involved in urging other countries to be
less protectionist, we are going to have to follow our own advice.

I think you would agree with that Mr. Kelleher.
KELLERHER: Yes.

Q: Would that mean...excuse me if I may have a supplementary,
would that mean then, perhaps, the elimination oI

some of these import quotas?

CLARK: Elimination of...it would mean obviously some changes
in some Canadian trading practices. I wouldn't

be bold enough to try...bold or foolish enough to try to list today...

And progress towards the elimination of the formal and informaal

barriers that other countries have put in place and are putting
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in place.
MODERATZR: Courtney Tower.
Q: ...With respect to process sir, the...there are
a couple of graphic phrases in the thing, particularly
with...
CLARK: I don't know how that happened.
Q: Yes, I don't either. Particularly on page 29 where

it says American economic performance continues
to defy conventional economic thinking. And the next sentence
says, when the change comes, will it be dizzying or gentle? With'
such a critical (inaudible) and expressed so vividly, do you accept
the argument that Canada has to move quickly into a closer trading
relationship with the United States, or should it hang back and

wait awhile?

CLARK: We obviously have to move quickly on the nature
of our trading relation with the United States.

Jim, you might want to elaborate on that.
Q: ... (overlap)...process...

CLARXK: Sorry? ©Oh, well, look, are you sudgesting to me
that our...that the choice that's available to a
government is on the one hand to have a policy discussion and do
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nothing for a year while policy is being discussed and on the other
handé carryv on activity but not allow public participation? In

that...I think that's a false dichotomy.

Q: Well sir you had an interesting hypothesis with
respect to the SDI. What if you turned it around
and got involved in a long term profound commitment? Could you

undo it? And that's really the same guestion in this case.

CLARK: I guess the guestion that a government would have
to...I guess the real guestion you're asking me
is would we try to undo it if there was a recommendation by a committee,
a unanimous, strong, persuasive recommendation that we should try.
My view is that we wouldn't close the door on trying to change
a basic decision that we might have taken whether in trade or in
defence or something else in the face of that kind of strong, persuasive,
unanimous recommendation from the committee. In other words, we
expect to receive advice that will cause us to change.policy, that's

the purpose of the process.

o]

...Go into serious negotiations with the Americans
on the basis that you're free to change your mind

if a report came in recommending otherwise?

CLARK: We live in a parliamentary system where a government...
one government can't be bound by...one Parliament

can't bind the actions of another Parliament so that to degree

there is always that kind of uncertainty. We don't know what
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policies might arise in the governments of countries with whom

we're negotiating because they too are subject to those kinds of
changes. This doesn't change the circumstance that policy can

always be reviewed by any country. What this does is add a device

of review and it's a device that permits the public of Canada

to take part in processes from which previously, formerly they...it's
too harsh to say they've been excluded, but they had not had this

vehicle of participation.
MODERATOR: David Halton.

Q: I was wondering Mr. Clark if you would givé us your
own characterization of the thrust of the document

in terms of whether you see it as a greater emphasis on continuity

with the previous Canadian government foreign policy or whether

you see this is as paving the way to a radical departure?

CLARX: I see it as reflecting continuity in some of the
traditional areas of Canadian foreign po;icy in
our commitcment for example to international institutions and not
just to being members of them but to be active and where necessary
trying to be reforming and constructive members of them. But I
see it as new in the emphasis upon acceptiné and responding to
international economic reality. I think that the assumption that
was made in 1970 when there was last a foreign policy review of
2 more limited nature, the assumption was that Canada could sort
of decide what we wanted to do in the world and then go out and
do it. I think that international circumstances have made us
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more realistic now and what we have to do is take a look at the

world as it is and see where we are, as we are, where we can move.

Q: Isn't that emphasis on Canada's economic priority
very much a part of the latter day thinking of
the Liberal government, the new emphasis on trade as part of our

foreign policy as a priority in a sense...

CLARK: It may well have been and I don't...and if it was

I don't despise it for that reason. 1Is that right

John?
MODERATOR : ' Hugh Windsor. )
Q: Mr. Clark you said at the briefing the other day

that you had hoped to bring this paper out earlier
but that it had got tied up in P & P and cabinet processes. Given
that it is essentially inguisitive rather than G&eclaratory, what...I
don't even see from looking at it why it had to spend a lot of
time tied up in Cabinet unless it's...were you sorting out what
Mr. Kelleher was going to do and what Mr. Nielsen was going to

do? Is that what tied it up in Cabinet?

CLARK: Hugh, I can remember days when the bureauchief

for the Globe and Mail used to be inguisitive rather
than declaratory but those days have passed. There is a major
change of emphasis of Canadian foreign policy in this paper. It
affects literally every department ranging from agriculture throuch
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to fisheries, it affects every one. I wanted my colleagues to

nave the opportunity to know what we were proposing in their name,

to know the concept we were putting.forward in their name. I didn't
want to issue it just on the back of our department, I wanted it

go be discussed extensively among my colleagues. It was. There

were some additions of detail made, the general principle was accepted,
but I didn't want to put this out to the public until I knew I

had that agreement from my colleagues. And we have had a lot of

other things on the agenda of the Cabinet for the last several

months that did not until a month ago allow us to have that kind

of thoroush and conclusive discussion of this orientation.

MODERATOR: The gentleman here in the seconéd row.

0

Si vous me permettez une gquestion, monsieur Clark,
sur la question de l'initiative stratégique, est-ce
gue vous avez envisaéé la possibilité de demander au Comité conjoint
d'étudier cette question-12 en priorité et de vous faire un rapport
préliminaire avant gue toute décision soit prise pour éviter une
situation conflictuelle d'opinions. Ma deuxi&me guestion, c'est pour
l1'aice au développement, est-ce que vous ne ferez aucun changement
aux structures des 1'ACDI entre autres, avant gque le Comité ait remis

son rapport en 18867

CLARK : Premi&rement, en ce gui concerne mes recommandations

au Comité, mes suggestions au Comit&, je n'ai pas
l'intention de les donner les suggestions formelles. Si le Comité
veut donner une priorité aux questions de l'initiative stratégigue,
ca c'est leur affaire et ils sont iibres de prendre une telle décision,
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mais je n'ai pas l'intention ni de les instruire, ni de forcer le
gouvernzment de les attendre. En ce guil concerne les structures

de 1'ACDI, nous n'avons pas les plans pour les changements dans

les structures de 1'ACDI, peut-eétre dans certaines de leurs activités,
parce gue 13 aussi, nous devons agir, mais nous n'avons pas les plans

pour preempt les décisions du Comité.

MODERATOR: Jamie Len(?).

Q: Mr. Clark, I wonder if you could clear up the

air in the thinking that might say that this is
a rather cyvnical exercise, a sort of a glorified public opinion
poll that will take a year. Traditionally MP's have taken the
concerns of their constituents, are MP's no longer involved in
this or are the gquestions toc important? It seems a rather cvnical

exercise.

CLARK: I guess Jamie, if you're going to decide it's a
cynical exercise, there's not much I can do about

that. The...you ask if MP's are going to be taking part in these

decisions, it's a committee of MP's. If your question has to éo

with the relevance of Parliament, part of the reason for the carriage

of the review by a Joint Committee of the House of Commons and

the Senate is precisely to reinsert Parliament as a body of importance

in helping decide public policy. Some of you will know that that

has been a preoccupation of mine for sometime and I have not lost

it and it was my decision and my insistence that we go this route

precisely so that parliamentarians will be involved. Not every
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member of Parliament will be on the committee but every member
of Parliament will be free to try to influence the committee and

-
[*3

try to bring his or her views before the committee. I understand

(o]

that until the recommendations have been made, no one can judge

how seriously the government will take those recommendations. But

I have made it clear consistently to officials when they were preparing
the documents, to some of your colleagues when I have had occasions

to speak to them about it, that I take it seriously and I expect

it will not be a success unless the government acts on some 0f the

recommendations for change that I expect to receive from the process.

I thinkamong other things this, to a degree, puts on trial the
parliamentary process. Its purpbse is to discuss foreign pblicy

which needs discussing, it's never been discussed before by Canadians

in this forum but it has the incidental advantage of providing

a committee of parliamentarians, an all party committee, with an
opportunity to demonstrate that given the chance to influence government

decisions, it will take that opportunity.
MODERATOR: The gentleman, third...yeah, right there.

Mr. Clark, I wonder if I could ask you about the

0

research and development questions which are dealt
with in the paper. It strikes me that although it talks about
the decline in research and development in Canada, it doesn't address
one of the reasons for this decline or small amount of R & D, which
is the extent of foreign ownership in the economy. And also in

the area of R & D it seems to come down fairly favourable on the

guestion of Star Wars. Would that be your interpretation?
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CLARK: No to the latter. I mean we were trying to phrase
that discussion as neutrally as we could and I think

that the committee will be free to apply its own interpretations,

whatever you or I might read into the paper that we have submitted.

With regard to specific aspects of the research and development

gquestion, the fact that we have not mentioned every aspect of a

problem does not exclude the committee fram considering and dealing

with and making recommendations on, aspects of guestions which

they consider to be important. I wanted the document to be brief,

relatively short, I wanted it to be in lay language so that we

could involve the participation of people who had not normally

peen involved in foreign policy discussions before. I didn't want

it to be either encyclopedic or too complex. You know we have

just gone through, as I said earlier, a remarkable experience in

terms of Canadian public interest in the guestions of famine. I

hope that revealed on the guestion of development, a potential

new constitutency in Canada. I hope that this process will address

and enlarge what I think is a potentially new consituency for the

discussion of foreign policy gquestions in the country. I hope

we will also engage the interest of people and of groups who have

traditionally been engaged but I hope we can reach beyond them.
MODERATOR: I have Christopher Young.

Q: Mr. Clark, this is also R & D. There's a fairly
clearcut statement there that our R & D is inadeguate

especially in competitive terms. Yet that this government has

taken two steps that I know of that clearly are likely to reduce
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the R & D in Canada. First of all the Wilson the cutbacks last
fall and secondly as Jeff mentioned, the encouragement for more

of foreigﬁ ownership which apply, I think, other things egqual,

to a reduction of R & D in Canada. I'm wondering how to interpret
that? Does that mean that you're inviting the committee to tell
vou that the government policies are wrong, not to be reversed

or is this a descenting note from External Affairs on the policies

(inaudible) the government?

CLARK: No, not at all. I suppose what I would hope the

report might do is encourage you and others to examiﬁc.
your own premises, to examine the premis that encouraging foreign
investment necessarily is going to lead to a net reduction of research
and development. I could make quite strongly the other case and
I expect that here will be an opportunitf for that to occur. We...
you've heard Tom Siddon on the question of the implications of
the restraint which the whole of the government 'had to exercise
upon our longer term goals in research and development. Part of
the point we are making is that we live now in a time when we are
going to have to undergo some restraint, make some choices and
our view on the reductions in R & D was that they did not limit
Canada's ability to excell and be strong in that field. What we
have to do is choose those areas of emphasis that make more sense
for Canada in a period when we are operating under some kind of
restréint, whether that's in R & D or whether that's in terms of

where in the world we are active.

MODERATOR: We have David Todd and then Courtney Tower and
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that's the end of the list.

Q: Mr. Clark at the briefing last Thursday you disclosed
that Mr. Nielsen would scon be introducing his

own White Paper on defence and I'm wondering to what extent that

process, since that's going to be a White Paper rather than a Green

Paper, whether it not...that does not pre-empt the part of your

document that relates to arms control and disarmament?

CLARK: Mr. Nielsen disclosed his plans with regard to
a White Paper in a public meeting with the Standing

Committees on External Affairs and National Defence just to clear
up that point. But I guess, Dave, the answer is-~the same as it

was on some earlier guestions. Mr. Nielsen, when he brings down

a White Paper, will be setting forth the government's views on
some aspects of defence policy. On some of those we might have

to act before the report on this review is on, on sotme we won't.

I

th

there is a unanimous and persuasive report by the committee
that questions or challenges some of the elements of the defence
policv in the White Paper, then I think it would be difficult for

us to resist changing some of those elements.
MODERATOR: And Courtney.

Q: ..(inaudible)..questibn sir, I was wondering how
trade policy would free-up or immunize Canadian freedom
to act culturally as it wished which the report postulates on page
32. And...alright at the bottom of this page it says it's possible
’ ../22
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such a trade treaty could shield cultural policy and foreign policy.
How would that work with respect to cross-border advertising or

book publishing takeovers or various things that are at issue currently?

CLARK: The point that is being made now...the point that

is being made here is that in a situation such as
currently exists, where everyihing is bargained, where we have
tc go down and bargain exemptions from US attitudes on steel or
on lumber, there is the prospect that we have to give something
in return and so there is the prospect that we have to give somethigg
that's important to us in cultural policy or in foreign policy
in return. And what we're saying is that if there is this broader
kind of arrangement, it is possible that that eiement of bargaining
and that consequént element of our having to give up things in
oréder to get something specific, would be diminished, that's the

sense of the sentence as I read it.

MODERATOR: Michel?

Votre document vous-méme. Vous revenez souvent sur les

©

guestions de contrainte financi€re, contrainte de
l'environnement international, le précédent éouvernement de monsieur
Trudeau avait plaisir 3 se présenter comme un grand de ce monde.
Est-ce que vous-méme vous tes pas en train de nous dire qu'il faut

gue le Canada ait une politique &trang@re 3 la mesure de ses moyens?

CLARX: Je ne suis pas certain que je comprends toutes les
implications de cette phrase en frangais. Je crois
gu'il y a un rdle important pour le Canada 3 continuer 3 jouer, je

crois que ce sera nécessaire pour nous de faire le choix, d'établir
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certaines priorités parce gue nous ne pouvons pas faire toutes les chcses

(M
m

cue peut-8:ire nous voulons faire, mais avec les choix, avec l'é€tanblisser
des priorités, je reste certain gque le Canada peut continuer & jouer
un role bien important et consistant avec nos traditions internationales

mais aussi gue nous pouvons réaliser une convention internationale

une croissance domestique gui est plus efficace aujourd'hui.

Qs Il faut vivre selon ses moyens. LIl faudrait dire que
le Canada devrait par exemple accepter plus de dépendance

vis-E-vis les Etats-Unis pour la défense ou pour le commerce. Aren't

sou dowuyrading the Canadian.. (inaudible}..as opposed to.. (inaudible)..

CLARK: No, I'm very optimistic about Canada. I don't want

to get into comparisons with former governments
in terms of emphasis they might or might not have given. I'm
very optimistic about the role that Canada can play. Mais je crois
que c'est plus probable pour nous d'etre efficace dans les champs
choisis, les champs gui méritent leur pré&occupation si nous ne sommes
pas préoccupés avec un désir d'etre actifs partout et je crois gue
c'est une simple guestion de choix, mais il n'y a aucu npessimisme
chez nous, au contraire, nous pensons gu'en particulier le nouveau
gouvernement avec un mandat, avec l'encouragement et la participation
des citoyens peut prendre les initiatives gqui n'étaient pas disponibles

n'étaient pas acceptables dans l'ancien régime.

c. Monsieur Clark, c'est un document évidemment trés
pro-américain, trés anti-soviétique, c'est vraiment clairement affermir
gue le Canada n'est pas neutre, comme l'a proclamé monsieur Mulroney
déja, mais je voudrais gue vous m'expliguiez le sens gue vous attache:z

4 une phrase assez intéressante 3 la page 40 en francais ol on parle )



..24..

-+

cue le risgue le plus immédiat pour la sécurité& du Canada provient

2 .2 suprémacie de 1l'Union Soviétigue et son antipathie & l'égard

©

de nos valeurs, etc. etec. Vous pensez pas gu'Z ce moment-ci gue

votre rapport a pris tout & fait une nouvelle attitude tré&s claire

et anti-soviétique et sa place le Canada, comment vis-2-vis ces
discussions avec ses partenaires sur la guestion des droits ce 1'homme
& la Conférence, je sais pas, un message trés anti-soviétique

complétement.

CLAZ Nen, du tout, ni anti-soviétigue si vous parlez cu
soviétique comme l'union soviétigue ni pro-américain,

si vous parlez des américains comme les Etats-Unis. C'est urne guesticn

de nos valeurs. Le mot valeur et mentionné dans la phrase et il n'y

a aucune guestion en ce gqui concerne les valeurs canadiennes. Nous

sommes un pays gqui supporte les libertés et il y a un autre systéme

cui est contre la liberté.

c. Je m'excuse, vous dites valeur, ¢a veut simplement

dire selon vous, liberté.

CLARK: Libert&, les autres valeurs associBes avec une société
libre, comme les &roits humains, comme la presse libre.

Come les valeurs comme g¢a. Comme le respect d'une personne.
MODERATOR: Laine Drewery.

Q: Mr. Clark you said on a couple of occasions today
that the government would find it hard to resist
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making changes in policy if there were unanimous...if there was

a unanimous report from this committee. Are you not concerned
then that it's possible you may end up in a situation a year from
now being forced to back track on a number of things whether it's
SDI or whether it's defence policy, that you may be forced to back

track on issues that are becoming government policy.

CLARK: Sure, if we are wrong and if there is a process

that indicates that the public...that a parliamentary
committee after consulting the public,has come to the considered
view that we are wrong, then a government, I would think, would
have to seriously consider changing its policy. I don't f£ind anything,
you know, remarkable. What would be more remarKable would be if
I said that if a government was wrong and embarked on a policy
and a committee came in with a2 unanimous persuasive view after
public consultation that said we were wrong, that we were going
to ignore it. I mean that would invalidate the process. I'm trying
to make the point that not only are we launching this process,
we intend ot respect it. Now, I can't predict what our...what
the position of my colleagues in Cabinet would be with regard to
a recommendation who's...that hasn't happened yet, from a committee.
I'm trying to indicate my disposition and the disposition of the
government and that is to take the process very seriously because
if we don't, I think we lose more than the value of the recommendation

that might be in question.
MODERATOR: John Brady indicates we have time for one more guestion.

Q: You suggest in the péper, Mr. Clark, that ODA can
../26
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serve at least four (inaudible). The NGO community has rejected
+hat and said that it leads both to bad aid and bad trade. Are

vOu susow "1.ng that trade will not become the master of aid?

CLARK: No, I'm not suggesting that at all. I'm suggesting
that there should be discussion of those guestions
as of others by the public. But I think that on our record to
te we Lhave demonstrated a very close adherence to the ~
traditions of Canadian development policy. There is an important
trade guestion. There was a proposal by the former government

a traue aid fund. Those are matters which have to be considered

H
ft

o
and what we are saying is that instead of considering them in the
privacy of External Affairs or...we are now going to open up the
orocess and not simply encourage public and Parliament to take
part but also encourage public and Parliameht to take part with

some expectation that there will be response to what they recommend.
MODZRXTCR: Thank you very much Mr. Minister.

CLARK: Thank you.
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EMISSION(S) CBC TV National - May 15
. SSEA BOOK CBC: In the House of Commons today, .opposition MPs
ridiculed the government's decision to review Canada's
MINA/ foreign poiicy and they are still refusing to go along with
White it. The NDP and the liberal won't take part in the
Brady parliamemrtary committee hearing, not until the Tories promise
Kergin to hold off making any deals with the United States on Star
Chambers Wars and on Trade. David Halton reports.
McNee
Mason DH: When the opposition leaders went into the Commons
MINT/ this afternoon, they had already decided to threaten a
Fountain boycott of the plan parliamentary committee on Canada's
Kneale foreign policy.
Burbridge
Boisjoli ?: . Why bother having a special committee, spending a
MINE year discussing the matters upon which the government has
uss already made a decision. Why bother. .
DMF - .
DMT CBC: Jean Chrétien pushed the same argument that the
DMX government would have made up its mind on two key decisions
DMXN whether to join Star Wars- and what kind of trade deal to
CPD seek with the U.S. long before the committee report next
SCI/ year.
Mikkelborg
Leblanc JC: When they tell us that we will have a committee and
1ses/ at the same time they intend to make the decisions on a
§§£9gt§_‘“v daily basis and making a farce of the participation of
Storsaters the Canadian public.
Bouchard
FPR/ CBC: Chrétien and other opposition MPs got a scathing
Quinn (2) refusal from Deputy Minister, Erik Nielson, when they
: demanded that the government postpone decision on Star Wars
bD(e) F C. and U.S. trade until the committee reports.
SFF  CPL EN: The world doesn't stand still while the parliamentary
CPE CPP process continues, government has to govern.
CBC: Later liberal leader, John Turner, said the
liberals are in dead earnest about boycotting the committee.
1
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JT: This committee obviously, is irrelevant and we don't
intend to participate in irrelevant hearings across the country
and comit in effect a fraud on the Canadian people that the two
most important subjects on the agenda are not even open for
discussion on this committee.

?: I'm delighted that the liberals have reached that
decision today to not participate in what is really a charade.
A mochery of Parliament.

CBC: But if the foreign policy committee is a mockery of
parliament, the opposition parties themselves will be violating
parliamentary tradition if they go ahead with the boycott. 1Its
almost unprecedented in Canada for political parties to refuse to

take part in a parliamentary committee. David Halton, CBC News,
Ottawa.

Media Relations Officer
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GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY

v..» . 2

C3C: The Green Paper that's now been released marks the

first time since 1970 that the government ba;'undért¢xen
a broad review of foreign policy. With me is the Right_Honoﬁrable
Joe Clark, Secretary of State for External Afféﬁrs.

Mr, Clark, it's nice to keep asklng Caﬁadlans/how
they feel about every topic, what do you want to do w;th this job?
Reportedly you wanted this post very much, you must think that
Canada should say something in the world and.that you'd like to

do the saying for awhile.

JOE CLARK: I think that’the;e was a very valuable Canadian
tradition that became identified with Lester Pearson

that got lost a little bit not because of the weakness of Pierre

Trudeau but because of “the strength of interest in Mr. Trudeau.

And I think that one of the important things that I can do is bring

. S o i .
us back on to-ﬁhat track. Now we have to do it at a time when

the world s changed, I mean, this is no longer the small United

Natlons or the relatively simple international economy that Mr.

e
d

;“Pearson and C.D. Howe were involved in, it's a very different world.
2 , -
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CBC: A lot of the foreign policy activists who come here
to Ottawa to this office to lobby you think they
see in you a kindred spirit, that you want to be bold, as they

want to be bold but that you're not allowed to.

CLARK: Oh, I'm given guite a2 bit of latitude. Maybe I'm
not allowed to by myself, I mean I have...if there's

some boldness, there's some caution in me tco and I...what I want

to do is be effective and we've got a very difficult situation

that's on point in regard to Nicaragua and to Central America.

It would be easy for Canada simply to stand back and condemn the

American policy with who's elements we disagree. I mean they regard

it as an east-west guestion, we don't. But...2dnd we've disagreed

with them when the issue like the embargo comes up. But to take

a sort of a root and branch condemnation of American policy means

that if there's any chance to influence them on Contadora, if there's

any chance to influence them on some other things, we lose that.
And so I suppose my instinct to be bold, that people might think
they say, is going to be moderated by that cautious desire to be

effective as well.

CBC: But they're already saying that your Green Paper
could have been issued by the Minister of Finance
or by the Minister of International Trade. They think it's about
tradé, that it's not about what they think is your real agenda.
They want you to do something tomorrow about SDI. They want you

to lead the fight against apartheid. They want you to establish

an embassy tomorrow in Managua. They think that that's what you

e /3
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vou want to do too. Are they right or are they wrong?

CLARK: Ch, I want to do some of those things. I mean

I want Canada to be effective in, let's take UNESCO.
I want Canada to be effective in preserving or advancing important
issues, sometimes small issues where we can be effective. I think
we can be in UNESCO. I think it's going to be...take some patience

znd some work and some dedication, that's...

ZRC: 21right but what about the tougher ones on the list?
.+ -vit oI people want to know what you're going to
co about SDI. You've said that the government is going to have

- : - ; . » s . .
zo make a decisicn whether or not we're participating in that research

or not...

CLARK: Can I...I'll come to that...

CBC: ...That's a terrible hot potatoe, how are you going
to handle it?

CLARK: Well, can I come back for a moment to trade because

there's no question that that is an influence, that
that is an emphasis that we have deliberately brought in. If you
want o =alk =bout other things, we will, but I think that it's
going to be essential for the effective conduct of any kind of
Canadian international policy for us to recognize those econcmic
reaities. Now, SDI, we'll take a decision that I hope will be
effective. I haven't...I don't have a predisposition at the moment,
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or at least I don't have a decision taken. I have some...Il have

a predisposition, I don't have a decision taken. The issue before

us rigﬁt now is a relatively narrow guestion as to whether or not

we will be involved in the research. The broader gquestion, I guess,
the one that really concerns people is whether there should be

an SDI program at all. I think there should be. I think the Soviets
re involved in researxch that if it were occurring in the US would

be called SDI. I think also it's very important to recognize that

we're having this discussion in the context of the Geneva arms

talks and that the question of SDI is very important in that context.

. I... .. are s9ing now what I would have us do. We're supporting
the prudence of research and we're taking a cold hard look at whether

or not it makes sense... -

CBC: But surely the hot potatoe is, do we participate

in the research?

CLARK: Well, why is that such a hot potatoe? I mean it's

a tough guestion but...

CsC: I don't know, you tell me. I mean we haven't got

a policy statement.

CLARK: No, because we're looking at exactly what the invitation
means to us. We want to know, for example, if this

is an invitation to take part in some research, some technological

developments that will be very important for Canada‘'s future or

if we're being invited to take part in the less important part

of the research. Those Are germane questions. The real question,
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I think, is...to my mind, the real guestion on all these issues

is whether Canada is going to be content with speaking or is going
-0 be try to be an actor and I want us to be an actor. I want

us to have influence on events. It's going to be smaller than

it would be if we were Americans or if were Soviets, because there
are limits upon our influence. But I don't seek for Canada the
role of giving advice to others - from time to time we'll do that.
I seek Ior Canada a role of trying to be effective where we can

be efiective.

-t woen I mentioned SDI, I mentioned it in -a list
and I didn't want to focus you just on that, but
I said these foreign policy activists want you‘to establish an
embassy in Managua immediately, they want you to lead the fight
on disinvestment in South Africa. They want you to force that
government to change its apartheid policies. They don't think

you should be talking about trade.

CLARK: Well, let's look at the question. You're raising

two guestions - one, can any Canadian foreign minister

crce the government of South Africa, single handedly force the

th

government of South Africa to change the apartheid policy? Obviously

not. What we can do is be part of a process and gradually perhaps

nlay a role of some leadership in that process, we want to do tha:

but that involves making some decisions that are bound to be controversial

about what is the most effective way to do that. We're looking
at that now. Managua, an embassy in Managua, frankly I think it

would be an interesting symbol but not a lot of help. It would

be far more use to the people of Nicaragua for us to spend what
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we would spend on an embassy in one of the development projects

in which we're engaged in in Nicaragua.

CBC: Is part of your problem and part of your reason
for launching this Green Paper process not that
you don't know what any number of Canadians feel about these issues,

but that all Canadians don't £f£eel anywhere near the same way?

CLARK: That could be but let's look at the positive side

of that. One of the most...

CBC: Are you conceding that this is a very divisive area?
CLARK: No, I don't think it is particularly divisive.

I think...in fact I think the problem for foreign
policy in the past has been to get an audience in Canada. I think
that's been the problem. I have a view that is perhaps not widely
shared, we'll see... I have a view that we've turned a guite important
corner in the country over the last, somewhere in the last ten
vears, in terms of our self-confidence and our identity and I think
that some of the worries we used to have about who we are and where
we stand regarding the Americans are much less acute now than they
used to be. We agree on a lot, first of all, we and the Americans
do, secondly there is no danger that it is...there's no doubt that
there's a danger for any country that is not as strong as they
are to be involved with somebody...somebody strong as they are
undoubtedly strong. But I think that...I don't fear Canada losing
identity or purpose in the American...in the American orbit, that
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is always possible. I think it is less possible, a less lively
dancer now than it used to be. It may be that now that we no loncsr
nave the unifving force of the United States to fear, that ther=2

may be zcme positive things, some things that we can do in the

world that we can unite around.

Z3C: But you mentioned some places where vou say Canada's
had influence. Could you say how you've changed

American foreign policy? I mean...
CLARK: ~3>, Just a second now...

)
CEC: ...the-Democrats and Republicans seem to like

guiet neighbours in the ncrth.

CLARK: I'm not saying we've had influence. I'm saying

that we've been able to exercise our independencse
on those issues. We have not been stopped from doing that and
we may have influence, it's the first step. And thcse...you know,
you look back at...we tend to look at Lester Pearson, to take that
e#ample, in terms of...from a distance he didn‘'t do great things,
ne set about doing little things and he did them step~-by-step-
by-step and theyv ended up to be the peacekeeping idea in the United
Mations. Thcse things don't happen with a sudden swoop, they do

happen gradually.

CBC: What image of Canada are you running into as you

travel abroad? The...one Fleet Street daily
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called us lately, "the great white waste of time".

CLARK: Ha! Ha! I'm not running into that. I'm running
into a...there is a sense of our...this sounds like
one of speeches...there is a sense of our influence as a moderate
country and I think that there is a respect for Canada. There's
some gquestioning about what a new government is going to do but
I think that we've been able to dembnstrate that we intend to carry
on in the ways that have won us respect. One of the things that's
~ough for a Canadian to recognize, when you have the responsibility,
15 that there are some very near limits to what we can do and that

what makes sense...
CBC: What are those limits?

CLARK: Oh well, we're a medium power, we are not a super
power. At the Bonn Summit, one of the most dramatic

things that happened was to watch the President of the United States

come into a ballroom full of other people because the President

of the United States, as undoubtedly Mr. Gorbachev, when they come

into a ballroom, come in sort of emanating power, there's just

no guestion that they are powerful and it's not a question of them

having better public relations people to get the French television

cameras around them, it's that they are powerful...that is a reality.

Another part of that reality is that we are not...I don't want

to say...well we're not in that league, we are a diﬁferent kind

of country. Now there are things that we can do by reason of that

smaller power that they can't do and it's countries like ours that

can aiford to take some, I suppose, some risks that the super
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cowers can't but that also have an influence that being relatively

‘ree o power brings vou that can do some things. There is, applyving

o us, :scmething that one can call moral authority if you don't
try to make too much of it. I guess that's a pretty important
ohrase. We have moral authority if we don't try to make too much

[}

it, if we apply it judiciously.

H

CBC: Are Canadians too intimidated by Uncle Sam? I mean

could we be...

"se tco preoccupisd with Uncle Sam I think. I,

(1Y

AR -

at least...the people who claim to set opinion in
the couniry, I think are too preoccupied with Uncle Sam. I think
~hat th. country is much less preoccupied with Uncle Sam as someone
who's trying to dominate us. I think that they are worried about
drawing near to power because there's always a danger that you'll
lose veur influence and identity there.

CBC: Mr. Clark, thank you so much.

CLARK: Thank you.

khkdk ik
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CLARK INTERVIEW ON GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY
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CBC : Earlier this week External Affairs Mlante . Joe
(Keith Morrison) ‘*\;

Clark released his long-awaited dlscngLOn

-3
pap2r on Canada's foreign policy. The paper consxders everythlng

e ﬂ

from free trade to questions of Canadian supoorﬁ‘fEr President

oler

S \?-

Reagan's star wars plan. But crltzcs<frgu§.tp¢fgovernment has
already set the course of our foreign ﬁblipy clearly in the

direction of Washington and that Ehg green paper is merely
‘.?

N,

a stalling action. ¢ Y S
. U
External Affai§§vMinister Joe Clark joins us now

from Ottawa. Mr. Clark, what do you make of that criticism,
SN

. S -
which is made fair;y:cbgétantly now since you presented the

-

-, : g . . . .
green paper to{aiscuggdforeign policy which the criticism says

has alrea@y.bégn made?

Qi;:fzjk
CLARK': « It is being made by the two opposition parties

and I suppose that they have their political

éreasons for deing that. I hope that they won't hold to that

3 ../2
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course because what thev are doing is in the first instance
denying Parliament the opportunity to discuss the broad ranage
of foreign policy. Secondly, perhaps more importantly, they
are denying that opportunitv to the public of Canada which for
the first time in history bv the process we are proposing would
have a voic; directly in foreign policy decisions. And thirély
and the most curious part of their position is that if they
would let us go ahead with the committee that we want to
establish now we could begin immediately public discussion of

Canada's response to the invitation to take part in research

in the strz+t=cic defence initiative. Ve could becin immediatel

public discuss of trade cuestions. In other words, we could
begin immediately those guestions they say they want to discuss

if they would let us establish the committee. But they won't.

CEC : Now, however, vour own timetable is suggesting,
your own suggestions were that those kinds of
issues would be decided before discussion of the green paper

certaialy was concluded.

CLARK : Of course, before it is concluded. I mean, sone
of those decisions will be taken before the end

of next May. The government of Canada can't stop. But I have

also made the point consistently that naturally a government is

going to want to take account of public opinion as it has been

expressed as we go along the process of making decisions. Let's

take the question of SDI. What is at issue here is a narrow

guestion as to whether or not Canada accepts an invitation to
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take zzrt in the research under the SDI project. We got an
expert in Washinoton now trving to aet a precise definiticn

of the invitation. He repor+ts some time in June. That will...

CBC : Who will he report to, Mr. Clark?

CLARX : He reports to the Prime Minister and then into
cabinet. That is one of the facteors that we then

base our decision on.

CBC : IZ I can siop veon there, and I con't take the
thing awzv f£rom ycu - but the fact is that the
experts who are talkino about SDI do not report to Extarnal
Affairs, that the issue of SDI is not being decided bv
External Affairs, it beinc decided by the Prime Minister, <hat
matters of Canada's relations with the United States in matters
of defence and trade were probably already decided on September
the fourth, the one area of Conservative Partv which has been
perfectly clear coming £rom !r, Mulroney who has taken a very
personal and direct hand in that policy. Now it leaves vou in
a situation where you have got a green paper to discuss the
policies but:the criticism is thev have already been decided.
CLARK : Thev haven't been decided, that is the point. The
criticism is false. And let's start with that.
And specific decisions on specific elements of trade policy
or of defence policy have not been taken. And while the report

goes to the Prime Minister, as most reports do, and while all

../4



decisions reguire the final approval of the Prime Minister, as
most decisions do, this is very much an open guestion. And
return to what I was saying about SDI, the guestion at issue
now, the narrow question at issue has to do with whether or

not we accept an invitation. We get a report back on what that
invitation is some time in June. We then consider that and other
facts, through the summer, maybe making a decision in the summer
or in the early fall. I would like to have the benefit of

the advice of Canadians through the public hearing process as

to what they think about it. The NDP and the Liberals are
denying Canadians the right to give that kind of zévice.

CBC The NMDP and the Liberals do represent Canadians

and can therefcre be, one assumes - called upon

to make those lkinds of comments.

CLARK : Exactly. And that verhaps is what is at issue

here. Perhaps the MPs, the spokesmen for foreign
policyv in the Liberal and the NDP Parties do not-have enough
confidence in their position that they do not want to hear frem
the public. Perhaps they would prefe; to be the people who

spoke on those issues rather than letting the people of Canada

speak. I am quite prepared to hear Mr. Axworthy...

CBC : ...and that is that the federal government is
afraid to take its own positions because, you know,

_because it wants to go to the public, study things for a while.
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CLARK : Oh no, I hear that and I make the pcint that
to speak of areas in myv jurisdiction - we had
a major decision to take regarding the famine in Africa, we
tock it. We had a major decision at take, a touch one, with
regard to the embargo in Nicaragua, we took it. We had a
major decision to take as to whether or not we supported the
concept of research into strategic defence initiatives, we
took it. We are not ducking, we are taking decisions, we

are acting on them. What they are saving...

Tio we have cct tc ¢o. Thanks very much. A&nd I

~ D= »

appreciate vour coming in to talk with us.

CLARK : Thank you.

CBC : Midday will be back in a moment.

*kkhk
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SSEA BOOK CTV: For the first time in fourteen years,
MINA Canada is about to get a review of its
iy / foreign policy. Later today in the House of Commons,
k‘lt? the federal government will present a Green Paper
bfrg;n designed to provoke discussion about Canada's role in
j-hamoers international affairs.
McNee
i%;gn This morning we are joined by Bernard Wood,
‘F“ / . the Director of the North-South Institute in Ottawa,
Kounialn and in our Toronto studio, we are joined by Don
qua e Munton, the Research Director of the Canadlan Insti-
urbridge tute of International Affairs.
Buisjoli
gﬁgE Good morning, gentlemen.
gig The initial indications we have seem to
th’ indicate that Canada's foreign policy in this paper
DMXN will be looked at largely in economic terms, in trade
C%D terms. Is that would you would expect, Mr. Munton?
;%ié 1 : DH: Yes, I think that's would I would axpect.
L‘ble borg It's been a primary emphasis of the govern-
SSS/anc ment and I don't think they are likely to switch
Strouts gears in bringing out this sort of a paper.
gggfsater CTV: Mr. Wood, would you agree with Mr. Munton?
Quinn BE: I think that will sound very strong in the

paper but I hope that it's surrounded with
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a wider philosophy. I think that they need a rudder
for foreign policy now. Canadians want to know where
they fit in the world as a middle power and I think
that that has very strong economic dimensions but it
spreads over to all the other systems as well.
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CTV: Mr. Munton, should we be loocking at our
foreign policy largely in economic terms?
Is that the right approach?

DX Well, I think the paper will, in fact,

- be broader than just focus on economic
things but I think that will be a main emphasis. I
think the paper will also probably deal with defence
or with security questions but will try in some way
to integrate that with the economic so that there is
a central theme of some sort that will serve as a
basis, as a direction for foreign policy. I think
that that sort of a theme is very important. I think
a new government ought to try to identify its basic
objectives and its basic thrust in the foreign policy
area in that way. And so I would think and I would
hope that the paper would be broader than just the
economic.

CTV: You mention defence. What is your thinking
- on that? What could be included in this
paper on the defence issue as it relates to foreign
policy?

DM Well, I don't think we should get our

- expectations up for something that would be
approaching a major change in foreign policy. That
is not really in the cards in any case. I have a
great deal of sympathy with foreign ministers in
general. We tend, I think, too often to think of
foreign policy making where a foreign minister would
make foreign policy as akin to writing a play where
the foreign minister can choose the characters,
choose the setting and arrange the plot according to
what he wants. 1In fact, I think foreign policy
making is often more like being an actor where some-
one else is choosing the other characters, choosing
the setting and largely setting the plot. For that
reason, I don't think we should expect major changes
at home.

CTV: Mr. Wood, would that not particularly apply
- to Canada given our position within the
world's stage, as it where, that we are very much
reliant on what other countries are doing, what other
powers are doing.

BK: Well, I think in a sense Don Munton is

— letting them off the hook a little too
easily here - that, sure, we can't dictate the worlgdg,
we are a middle power, not a superpower, and even
they can't dictate the way the world's going to
unfold anymore. But I think we do need a theme, to
go back to something Don said earlier, and how a
power like ourselves has an influence on the world is




a little bit more than improvising and ad hocery and
I think, in fact, they hinted at something, this new
government in their first speech from the Throne,
hinted at such a theme in the first statement of
foreign policy intentions where they said, our kind
of influence in this kind of changing world is most
effective when we join with others in international
cooperation through the multilateral system parti-
cularly, that is, the World Bank, the United Nations,
in every area, including economics, in fact, especial-
ly in economics. That's how we can maximize our
performance and maximize our interests. Now, I'd
like to see them stick with that rather than slip off
into a kind of ad hoc response to every situation,
every region in the world, when in fact that's a very
strong Canadian tradition, of course. 1It's one that
Mr. Trudeau in his foreign policy review downplayed a
little bit, but the Mulroney government, in its first
statement, in fact, reinforced the Pearsonian
assumptions.

CTV: All right. Now you're saying that you

- would like to see that, would you expect to
see that? .

BW: Well, they said it in their first 'speech

- from the Throne, so if it's missing this
time, I think that would be something of real concern
and a change in direction from at least their philoso-
phical starting point. I also think it would be very
bad because I do think that it gives us a rudder, a
way of handling all our problems, at least a
framework within which to fit and, of course, it's a
different starting point from that that now prevails
in washington. The American government, at this
stage, is not multilateralist, not at all, as Stephen
Lewis correctly said last week, and I think that we
need to be nudging them in the right direction and
bringing American society back to some of its strong
multilateralist roots.

CTV: If the emphasis, however, is on trade, does
- that not mean, as you mentioned the U.S. is
not in a multilateral frame of mind but rather a
bilateral frame of mind, does that not mean that
we're going to have to get closer to the States and,
therefore, maybe compromise our former Pearsonian
kind of approach to world affairs?

DEl= Well, I would think that the review,

— because we have a new government, will
likely be critical of what's been done in the past.
Clearly the Prime Minister and the Secretary of State
for External Affairs have been critical of the
previous government for managing very badly the
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relationship with the United States, and I think that
will be an emphasis, the emphasis will be on managing
the relationship better, on cooperating with the
United States. I think what we've already seen and
what I would expect to see in the Green Paper, what I
hope would be in the Green Paper as well, could be an
emphasis on some of the traditional values in
Canadian diplomacy which, as Bernard Wood implied, we
saw more of in the Pearson era than in the Trudeau
era. Mr. Clark has already placed quite an emphasis
on Canada playing a mediator role. Now that's the
kind of language we haven't heard for fifteen years
or so at the very least. I think we exaggerated the
extent to which we played that role in the 60's
because, in part, it makes us feel good, but I would
expect to see some of that sort of thing coming back
in. I would also add that I think Bernard wWood, in
terms of his interests on North-South questions, is
going to be disappointed. I don't know if he shares
that view.

CTV: Before I ask you about that in particular,
- Mr. Wood, would you agree that it is going
to be more difficult if Canada, from an economic
point of view, a trade point of view, gets closer to
the U.S. for us to maintain the kind of role that
we've had in the past, the peacekeeping role, that

- sort of thing?

BW: No, I don't think that is necessarily the
- case at all and I think that the U.S.
relationship obviously is a dominant one and one that
has to be handled with great delicacy. Repairing
that the tone of that relationship was obviously a
top priority and they have done that very strongly.
But with respect to trade and economics in
particular, you know, the Americans and our govern-
ment have both been very clear in saying that we are
both committed to much stronger multilateral trade
liberalization, in other words, to keep the world
open for trade and financial movements, the movements
that have made us all rich, not all of us, in this
continent, made our countries rich in the past thirty
vears. We are committed to that multilaterali-
zation. Now the problem is there is a kind of
contingency plan if protectionism continues to grow
in the world, if we are unable to adapt to this kind
of changing world, then I feel we may shrink back
into a kind of fortress North America. 1In that
circumstance, I think all bets are off with respect
to the traditional Canadian role but that's a 'worst
case' scenario in a sense and we have the opportunity
still, having got our relations with Washington, I
would hope, on a more civilized basis, to now get
back to the wider business of our foreign policy
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which involves the Pacific Rim - the fastest growing
region in the world - all other regions and many
opportunities and many challenges.

CTV: Mr. Wood, where does all this leave aid and
the North-South dialogue?

BW: Well, North-South dialogue, in fact, is a
different kind of business from what it
was. It is now part of the mainstream business of
diplomacy in the world and indeed economic
negotiations. Three-quarters of the world's
population is in developing countries so it's no
longer a kind of a side show or an aid game. The aid
business is still, of course, critically important
and there's nobody in Canada who doesn't know about
the Ethiopian situation and the wider African crisis
and I think that tells us that we need as much aid
and as good aid as we can possibly find. Yes, I
think Don Munton is right, a lot of pressures are
going in the opposite direction and I hope the
government will have the perseverance to stick with
an aid program and, in fact, start improving the aid
program because it's been sliding for some years.

CTV: On aid, in order to get more trade, though?
BH: Aid is a separate business from trade. The

element of subsidy that they try and
squeeze out of the aid program in order to promote
trade is bad trade and it's bad aid and if we keep
mixing that up in order to try and win favour with a
few vested interests - and it's not just for trade,
it's other vested interests in the country now that
are trying to use the aid program for - then you get
less development out of it and in the end you get
much less support from the Canadian people because
that's what they want from the aid program.

CTV: Gentlemen, thank you for joining us this
morning.

Bernard wood, Director of the North-South
Institute, and Don Munton, the Research Director for
the Canadian Institute of International Affairs.

Denis Comeau
Deputy Spokesman
(International Trade)
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RZZORIZR: But isn't that room there anyway? Would you have

to go ahead and aren't you going to have to go zhead

ond mziz decisions and Canadians will responé to those decisicns
anvway.
CLARK: Theyv'll responéd, but this gives Canadians an opportunizy

to be in befcre the decisions are taken, to help
us tzke them rather than to respond to them. There's nothing new
a-out government's deciding. I mean we always have to decide and

we're going to continue to do that. We've got to take a decision

D!“
i

cn otz . rizzaticen of the Americans on SDI. We already had to taks
2 decision on Nicaracua and may well have to take some others,

Thzt goes on, that's part of life. What's new is that for the
first time in history we're inviting the peoplé.of Canada to take
part in the discussion 0f foreign policy and part of what interests
me about it, I mean I've always thought that there needed to be

a much openin¢g of the system, but what interests me particularly

is that I think there's a much large interes:t in foreign policy

«han we have traditionally thought.

RIPCRIZZ: 211 right, those motives are laudable. Yoﬁ wans

to talk to Canadians, you want to give parliamentariars,
both MPs and Senators a role in this process. You want to open
it up, you want to let people look at it, but as you've just stated
and you've stated repeated in the last few days you're going to
have to go ahead and make decisions anyway so what is really the
natuire o that consultation? .
LaFX: Well, let's look at some of the issues on which

ees3




we will not make decisions in the next year. Likely one cZ thcse
decisions is where it makes sense in the world Zfor Canada to concentr
wnether that's concentrating cur trade policy or concentrating
our development policy. Now we've been trying, we've been saying
we've been trying to be everywhere. We have a very brecad purpcse
in our development pclicy, does that make sense, cr shouléd we be
focusing mcre exclusively on Africa, or on Asia or on South Americsz,

or Latin America. The same thing with trade. Where shouléd we be

putting our focus. Where are the new markets for Canada. We thini

they're in Asia and the Pacific. We might learn, after a consultatio

3

're elsewhere. Those are cdecisions in which th

tooces: tiat thes

2
[{)

‘v
public can quite genuinely help us come to conclusions about what
we should be doing. And otherwise some o0f these cuestions will

A
never get raised. I mean we have to make decisions abcut Nicaracua.

We cdon't have to make decisions about whether or not Canada's aid

program, Canada's development program maxkes sense as it stands.

REPORTE=R: I understand that, but vou've said, let's take a

loock at the issues on which we don't have to take
a decision, what is of interest to people of course is the dscisions
that vou do have to maxe and let's look at Star Wars for example.

You have to make a decision by the end of June, that is going to

be long before this consultation process is probably even begun,

SO...
CLARK: It'll be begun.
REPORTER: t may be begun, the committee may be set up, but

el d
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what again I ask you is the point of that particular exercise.
It seems to me that vou're setting yourself up for the £fall., I:Z
vou go ahead ané agree to participate in research and Canadians

ay no, you're going to have to backtrack.

CLARK: Well, it's the only foreign policy question in
Canacda, where whether or not we take part in research

cn SDI then there would be no need for a review because that is

a decision the government has to take guickly, but foreign policy

in Canacda is much broader than that and indeed part of the point

w2're trlag to make in the paper is that in thé modern world foreicn

policy is also broader than we've defined it traditionally.

It invclves very directly the dramatic changes in internationai

economic circumstances and we have to face tho;e. The guestions

that uvsed to be local are no longer local. The question-of beel

policy that uvsed to be important to ranches in southern Alberta

is now very much a guestion of international negotiation. So are

they all and it's going to be easier for us to make the adjustments

we have to in the world. If Canadians understand that and it's

coing to be more likely that we can make more intelligent policy,

if pecpls who are working in the beef industry or working in otter

industries that are effected or other modes are ... that are aifected,

have an opportunity to take part in the policy we're establishing.

REPORTER: All right, I dan't want to harp on this issue, but

I ccme back to the issue of Star Wars which is svmbolic

in this couwmtry of a lot of things. 1It's more than a decision

to participate in a particular research project. It is symbolic

cf what will our relationships be with the United States in the

ee .S




coming vears, and what does your government want that to be. Is
asking Canacdians aZfter the fact what they want their relationship

with the Tnized States to be really a very useiul exercise?

CLARX: No it isn't and that's not what we're doing.

We're ... we have to take a decision on the Stratecic

DeZence Intiative, but we also have to make scme judgement which

is a particular project, we also have tc make some judgements about

recisely the cuestion you raise, what should the Iform of our relations

be with the United States. VYes,.that decision will be aifec:ed
-3 Wnii . : 5> on the Strategic Defence Initiative. It has also
been affected by a range of other decisions that governmen:ts have
had to take over the years, but there is still a lot to decide

and what we're saying is that rather than shut the public out of
all the rest of things that there are to decide we should bring
them in, as they've never been brought in before . I think that's

a very werthwhile departure and what it may do is open up more

permanently the process of public policy making in the country.

REPORTEIR: I guess I'm asking about this whole guestion of
leadership and wny you are not taking a direction
and ‘saving this is what foreign policy will be, what cdo you think,
because oI the other issues that are under discussion. In vour
paper there is.a heavy emphasis on the guestion of trade. It's
also being dealt with by Mr. Kelleher, the International Tracde

Minister and he in fact is going to be making a decision in the

it
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almost as if those commititees are preempting this Zrom being

«..5

few months on that question. Again, it seems to be an overlap.



useiul.

CLAZRE: They're not preempting and they're not at ail stop:ce

it from being useful. Let's talk about leadership.

We have exercised leadership with regard to Africa, with the help

Ih

cf the people of Canada, but there is no question there is leadersn

in Zoreign policy. In a small way there was leadership in foreign

'g

olicy including our attitude towards the United States in the
decision on Nicaragua. There was leadership in foreign policy in
the convening of the summit between Mr. Reagan and Mr. Mulroney.
Toat L3 ol evidence of leacdsrship on issues that emerced, on izsu=z
that were current, tc which the government had to respeond, but

in addition to leadership there's also a duty %P a democracy to
encourage people of different perspectives, of different knowledge
to take part in the process. There hasn't been that opportunity
before and it will touch major questions, as well as guestions

of attidudé. It won't touch them all. We're not going to be able
to decide guestions that have to be decided this summer or that
were decideé in 1978. Those gquestions are behind us or will be,
but there is still a wide range oI issues on which theACanadian
covernment will have to decide and will make better decisions if

it has the informed considered advice of the people.

REPORTER: 'How troubled are you by the accusations already

| that the process is in fact a little bit cyncial,
the cpposition has united again, aiready at this early date, saying
they're not sure they want to participate in this exercise, that
it's a bit of a2 sham, that MPs are in the House of Commons, iZ

.‘.7

ip
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vou want & representative sample of Canadians lock at the 282 thac

.
surrcuné you.

CLARK: Well, I will be surprised if either the Liberals
or the New Democrats refuse to allow the people

Canada the right te be involved in making their foreign policv.

th

c
They might decicde to do that. They might after zall of their talk
about public cabate and debate in the House of Ccmmons refuse to
establish a2 commitiee. I'd be very surprised and verv disappocinted

if theyv ¢&id that, because I think it's a major departure. Regardi

o

S
crnac..ll. wnat o vou co about cynacism excert prove that it's
wrong. I can’'t prove that this process is going to be a usesful
process until the end of it and there's going to be cynacish about
it at the beginning. There's too much cynacism about public affairs
in Canada and in the world now, but certainly in Canada anéd I hope
that this.might be an antidote. 1If it's given a chance. I hope
it'll be given a chance.

REPORTER All right, I want to go back to a larcger issue

and I was looking through a speech that you gave,
I thinx it was last October, in which you said, that you thought
closer economic ties with the United States, if played right, could
ennance Canada's voice and influence in international affairs.
Are we seeing that, I know that this document is simply asking
guestions, but you've got to have an opinion on this. Is that
your view of how we should be changing our approach to foreign

policy, international relations, whatever you want to call it.

...8



CLARX: I was trying to deal with a spook, to deal with
the.spook that if we had anything to do with the

Americans we woulé somehow become less influential, more tainted

in the world. I don't believe that to be... I don't belisve that

fear to be the case, to be true (irnaudible)...

REPORTEZR: You believe the opposite.
CLARK: No, I think that there's a grave danger for any

country to simply be swallowed up by a strong partner
znd wizs. 'ou have to do is establish your bona fides, estaclish
your own sovereignty, your independance, your difference of view
on guestions like Nicaragua with the Americans, but not pretend

.

there are differences when their aren't and when you disagree with
them about Nicaragua as we do, make that point to them, politely,
firmly, do our thing, continue our aid, continue our visits, éon't
rant and rave because that's bound to turn them agéinst us. Now
in terms of our own influence, I think we can draw influence in
two ways. One, I think politeness will cause us to be heard mors
by the Americans than rudeness will, to put it at its mos:t stark
extremes. Secondly, I think the Soviet Union and the Soviet bloc
will respect more a nation that is clear about where it standés.
And we stand..i we're a western nation. We're not an American
nationa, but we happen to share the same fundamental values, the
séme~defensive freedom that the Americans do. We're on that side
of the conflict that devides the wofld. We're not on the Soviet
side. I think the Soviets will respect us because they know where

we stand and we're not pulling punches about it and that allows




us to do cther things that are important, whether it's in human

, Cr in disarmament or in oth ields.

n
th

[y

right ba
REDPORTZIR: But with the emphasis that you are putting in thi
paper on the guestion oI our econcmic relations
with the United States and it seems to be £iliering ou:t on other
cuestions. VYou seem to pe saying that the whole approach to intar-

national relations is going to be a kit of a dollars andé cents

ILAR: Ch, I'm sayving that. 3Becauses we can't escape tha=z.

be

There might have been a time when we could prevent
that only altruism could serve as our mctive. That era is well
bevond us. I'm not saying we have to have clos;r eccnomic ties
with the United States. I'm sayving we have to have closer econcrmic
ties with the world. As a matter of fact, our view, my view, the
government's view 1s that our greatest new growth in trade isn':
going to come from the U.S. It's going to came fram Asia and the
Pacific, if we are smart, if we get out and become competitive,
but we have a tremendous lot of Canadian interests to protect with
recarcs to the United States. There's a mowmnting protectionist
lobby down there and it doesn’t threaten just the Japanese. By
threatening the Japanese cn some of their across the board protecticnisc
measuwres they directly threaten jobs in Canada . We have an cbligation
to respond to that threat, to stop it if we can. But also an cbligaticn
to recognize how the world has changed. A debt crisis in Mexico
ccsts Canada jobs, so Canada, if it wants to keep its jobs, keep
people emploved has to try to find ways as we're trying to, to

... 10



debt crisis in Mexico and elsewhere in the +third
!

ut

I hav emany more questions, b

Mr. Clark,

Well,
leave that for the course of the next year.

we'll

Ckay, thank you.

Thank vou very much.

XXX XK
[
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CTV: The government's green paper on foreign pol:.cf}{ ‘q:,"‘
Ty, | *. kS
asks a lot more questions than it answers. VAlthough

i

issues at hand. This morning in our Ottawa 16 are joined

by Jean Chretien, Liberal External Affairs %‘i\it'
%Y

. ¥
Jewett, External Affairs critic for the New _D_e)inoczatic Party. Good

and by Pauline

morning to you both.

CEBRETIEN: Good mornir«g,

CTV: Mr. Chf‘e enRI 1'd like to being with you. There
wv& wiil lot of speculation before the paper
was released abg‘t what it would... what would be contained in

it, the torfe 6%3(3 paper. Were there any surprises for you?

CH % Yes, because I thought that they were to give

us some meat to feed on, you know what they come :

...2
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is the annual report of the department and they say, what do yoﬁ
think about it and we would like to have the views of the Canadian...
on all of that with no focus on anything and in telling us right
away that most of the important decisions will be made ven before,
you know, we start the studying of these very items. I think

it's a document that lacks focus and that what they want it's quite
evident, is they want a road show to occupy the many members of

Parliament to on their side to arrest us.
CTV: Miss Jewett, would you agree with your colleague?

JEWETT: Yes. I think it's ... first of all not really a
comprehenfive document on Canadian foreign policy

such as the Minister claims it to be. It is almost entirely a

treatment, an investment document. Two thirds'is all economic

relations with the United States and the point is I would make

it as well, is that the major decisions probably on the nature

of our trading relationship with the United States will be made,

those decisiosn will be made long before this parliamentary committee

is to report and perhaps even more important than that, the decision

on whether or not we participate in Star Wars research, Mr. Clark's |

already said will be made June/July and what's the point of consulting

the public about something after the decision is -made., So I really

think it's a charade.

CTV: Well, you probably heard... perhaps you heard the
interview that we had with Mr. Clark just prior
to this interview with you and he said that yes in fact on several

...3
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issues, on several questions decisions will be made prior to this
consultation process wrapping up, but he says there are an awful
lot more broader gquestions that Canadians have a right to have

input onto.

CHRETIEN: Yeah, but, but you know the problem is that what
is... you know the issue to discuss the participation

of foreign policy of Canadian in Africa or South America, it's

an important issue, but what is confronting the public today is

Star Wars. This is the main problem. What is the other main problem

=5 trade wit!. the United States. Mr. Clark... you know at the

summit in Quebec City they said within six months we'll make a

deal with the United States on trade. You know, why do you consult

us, you... it's already two months past and by September it will

be over. Star Wars we're informed that.the decision is virtually

made. The rest is secondary. In relation to the political agenda

that confront the Canadian today.

JEWETT: Well, there isn't very much else in the paper. It
doesn't really discuss our relations with Central
America. It doesn't really say anything about the significance
about South Africa. Very little on human rights. It's not really
a foreign policy paper. It is a trade and investment paper with
Star Wars thrown in. Star Wars has two paragraphs only, but it's
there and it seems to me that we should not lend ocur influence,
our weight, our support to review of decisions which will have
already been taken. It is frankly an extraordinary expensive way
to try to justify decisions that the government is goign to take

and I don't think one should be part of that at all.
0004
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CHRETIEN: And I think that, you know, Madame Jewett said
yesterday that she would probably not participate
and I think that it's a good tactics. For me, I will want to talk
with my caucus leader later on this morning, but there is one factor,
if we could, you know, through pressure change the agenda and have
the public hearing right away, on Star Wars, I think that it's
exactly what the public would like to have, but I don't think we'll
get that and I doubt that you know, that it's adviseable for us
to give a crediblity that... what it is in fact a problem of the
Tories that they want to keep their members busy and have them
ravelling, with the number we are we cannot afford to be away
from the Bouse of Commons.
CTV: Mr.. Chretien... just a second Mrs. Jewett if )
you don't mind. Mr. Chretien, are you saying that
the price for your participation in the committee, as far as you're
concerned right now, would be an immediate discussion of the Star

Wars issue, is that what you're saying?

CHRETIEN: I quess it would be that. I have to discuss with
my caucus. As you kow... I'm starting in two weeks
a public hearing with members of my party on peace and disarmament
and defence policies and I'm willing to postpone .that if the government
want us to have, through the committee, a public hearing right
now on Star Wars before the decision is made. That will be from
us, you know, a valid considreration to be on the committee, but.
if they don't want to agree on an agenda of that sort I'm not sure
that I will be there. I think that I tend to agree with Madame
Jewett that we cannot be just giving a blessing to a charade.

0005
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CTV: So that's the only way that you'll participate

Mr. Chretien.

CERETIEN: At this point... anyway I just say that I want
to know more about it and will ask questions of

Mr. Clark in the House today I hope.

CTV: Miss Jewett, what about the NDP's participation.

What will it take to get you to participate?

C ZWETT: If the government were to say all right we will
not make any decision on Star Wars research until
the committee has had hearings, listened to the public on the pros
and cons and reported, in a year's time, If the government were’
to say that and really enable the Canadian public to have some
input which it hasn't really had yet, on the whole Star Wars concept,
then I'd say fine, we'll go along with the committee, but my recommenda-
tion is going to be, that if they don't do that, then why participate.

Why participate in something which is simply a decision made.

CTV: Doesn't that though leave everything else as a fait
acompli, that if you don't participate, if the NDP

doesn't participate, if the Liberals don't participate...
CHRETIEN: Well that...
JEWETT: They won't have a committee in that case and you

know we will have shown what a charade it really

0006
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is to have a year's expensive hearings on decisions that have already
been made. And we will, I hope, have the support of the Canadian
public, but my own personal wish would be that the government would
say, well they‘'re right, we haven't had any participation from

the public on this incredible Star Wars doctrine, the opposition

is right, we should have public participation. We will postpone

our decision until we have had a report from the committee. I

think there's a chance the government may realize what a pitfall

they're in...
CTV: Do you really think they will Miss Jewett?

JEWETT: Well, you know, it seems to me that they have to be
the first to agree that there hasn't been any really

substantive discussion on the Star Wars doctrine. It's only been

in the public domaine for a few months and we haven't begun to

have the discussion on it that we had on Cruise missile testing

for example.

CHRETIEN: Yeah, you have to realize that what happened on

Star Wars is when the president Reagan decided to
move unilaterally, you know there was an NATO agreement and a policy
called the two-track policy. One morning President Reagan, you
know, get up on the stage and sid it's no more the two track policy,
I hévé the ultimate defensive tool. And he put it in the window.
Without consultation with anybody. At that time, in.the House
of Commons the three parties, my éarty, the Liberal Party under
Mr. Trudeau, the Tory Party under Mr. Mulroney and the NDP Party
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said ﬁe don't think that we are all against Star Wars, it's an
escalation. It was unanimity. Come President Reagan, push on

the shoulder of Mr. Mulroney and here the 51st governor say yes,

yes, yes and I'm telling you that it is a fundamental change in

policy with no Canadian participation at all and we want, and

I'm completely agreement with Pauline on that, we need public participa-
tion. The rest is a joke, you know and to have members travelling,
that's the one thing. The fundamental problem like that have to

be on the public agenda right away; not after the decision...

¢
5
<
(12

We could continue to talk about Star Wars for the
next hour, for the next month as you will no doubt.
Let's move away from Star Wars issue and let's talk about trade.
Now, one of the points that I think is made in this paper is that
Canada must Become more competitive in order to maintain or improve
the kind of influence that we have had in the past. Do you not

agree with that premise?

CHRETIEN: | Yes, but you know, it's in verite de La Palice

that we have to be more competitive. Everybody
knows that. There is nogping sacred about it. It was the fundamental
guestion when we see our foreign policies have to be meshed with
trade policies. It was done two years ago when the Liberal government
merged the Department of Trade with the Department of External
Affairs. It's when we decided that the priority of our External
Affairs policies were to be more oriented to trade. So what I say
today, if's what had been done two years ago. Of course we have
to keep studying and improving on-that if we can, but the problem
is they ask us to participate in a debate, when we ail know that

' .. .8



Mr. Kelleher is already about to sign something with the Americans
on a bilateral trade policy before we had really the time to do
anything serious about it and as Madame Jewett pointed out yesterday,
you know the MacDonald Commission is coming to come with a report

in a few days on that. This problem has been studied since a long
time and it is a time of decisidn. There was many committees on

that. It's not true that it is the first time that the Canadian
public can participate in trade discussion. This is going on since

years.

CTV: Miss Jewett, would you agree that on this issue,
on increasing trade, freer trade with the U.S. that
this has left a question in the newspaper, than let's say more

of a policy?

JEWETT: Yes, I think you're right, that there is going to

be either a (inaudible) of free trade with the United
States in certain sectors or more likely a comprehensive trade
agreement. The real problem with getting a comprehensive free
trade agreement is political. There are lots of parts of this
country that are very fearful for the future of Canadian industry
in such an agreement and it's a regional division, it's a division
within parties, it's a very tough political decision. But we've
had an incredible amount, unlike the Star Wars question, we've
had just an incredible amount of input. Do you know there was
a committee of the Senate that sat for three years studying Canadian
and American trade and the feasibility of a comprehensive trade
agreement. There's been the MacDonald inquirj which is reporting

LR 09




e+ —— —— o e

in a few days. The question here is not that we don't know what
Canadians think. We know that the textile manufacturer wants to
have larger guotas on the import of textiles and the same with

the footwear. We know that certain western provinces lobbied for
example and said no to any form of sectoral free trade, only a
comprehensive trade agreement with the United States is acceptable.

You see in this case...
CTV: Miss Jewett, we're almost out of time.
JEALTG: Well, we know what the public thinks on this
very diverse and what we are going to have to take,
the government doesn't need a committee to tell it what to do.

CTV: Thank you both very much, thank you both very much.

CHRETIEN: They have to make up their mind and they are afraid

of doing so.

CTV: Thank you, we'll be right back.

L & & &
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§SEA BOOK CTV: The Canadian manufacturers attitude to free trade
| - with the U.S. seems to be very straight forward
MINA/ .Those who can compete, are for it, those who can't, are
White against it. Alec Docking found examples of both, in the
Brady Manitoba ‘garment industry, which turns out 15 percent of
Kergin Canadian garment production.
Chambers
m?Nee AD: Bud Brownstone runs an automated computerized
.MSson outerwear plant in Wlnnlpeg, that he says can compete on-.
MfNT/ . an equal basis with any in the world, but he needs
i;:gizln protection from imports from countries which pay workers
Bérbrid o only 15 to 20 cents an hour. Many Canadian indgstries
BoisA 19 have already disappeared he says because they didn't get
c01Sjoll protection.
MINE
gii BB: The motorcycle industry is gone, the bicycle
DéT lndustry is gone, OpthS is gone, cameras is gone, .
Dﬁx Ottawa deals would_be gone weren't not for the protection
. DMXN that they are getting.
gg?/ AD: While demanding protection on one hand,.BroWnstone
Mikkelbor is also a free trader as .long as the free trade is with
i g the United States.
eblanc ,
§S§éuts BB: You are talking about free trade within an area
Storsater where the cost components are roughly the same, so that
B the competition is fair ball. .
ouchard .
gﬁ?én i AD: But others think free trade with the U.S. has the
; : potential for disaster. David Hughes Company manufactures
5(6) P C! a U.S. brand of jeans under licence for the Canadian market.
; | With free trade, the American jean plants would easily take
URR URT UGB over, leaving him and his workers out in the}cold.
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DH: There's just no way. They could manufacture in two days
what we manufacture in a full year. We would not be able to
compete on a unit cost basis.

AD: David Hughes says the politicians can talk about free

trade all they like as long as caution is a key work in the
discussions. Alec Docking, CTV News, Winnipeg.
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CTV: The federal government is attempting the
first overhaul of foreign policy in fifteen
years. It has come up with about fifty questions on
a wide range of issues. The questions are to be
presented to the public at year-long hearings by a
joint Commons-Senate committee. The problem is that
the answers to some of the questions will be needed
long before the hearings end. Pamela Wallin reports.

PW: The government promised a review of foreign
- policy. What it delivered was a statement
on defence and trade and according to Clark, the new
emphasis at External Affairs will be, what's in it for
us.
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CTV: The Opposition argued in the Commons today that a public
review of foreign policy would be a waste of time and money. They
said that important decisions will be made by the Government
before a Commons and Senate Committee finishes its public hearings.
Pamela Wallin reports.

PW: In the Commons, the Opposition posed a simple question.

PJ: Why bother having a special committee spending a year
discussing the matters upon which the Government has already made
a decision? Why bother?

PW: Joe Clark wasn't there to defend his promised consultation
with Canadians, so Erik Nielsen was left to explain the exercise.

EN: Logic would compel one to the conclusion that one cannot
have a discussion until one has seized out the facts. That is the
purpose.

PwW: The Green Paper dedicates only 2 paragraphs'to Canada's
participation in Star Wars research and the Government itself seems
undecided on which way to go.

MrK.: The job of the team will be to provide ...

PW: Ottawa has appointed civil servant Arthur Kroeger to
study the U.S. invitation, but a decision must be taken by June,
long before the promised consultations begin, and on the question
of freer trade with the U.S., consultation may come too late. So
the Opposition says it doesn't want any part of the consultation
process.

JT: Therefore, on the two most immediate issues, one on
defence and one in trade, our relationship with the United States,
this Committee obviously is irrelevant.

PW: If the opposition boycotts the process, Clark has a
credibility problem. As for his promise that Government foreign
policy will be set by the public, and not the politicians, we have
yet to hear whether the Prime Minister will go along with that.
Pamela Wallin, CTV News, Ottawa.

R&jane Dodd
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Brady
Kergin GTV: Here at home the government today released
Chambers a discussion paper on Canadian Zfcreign
McNee policy that asks more gquestions than it answers. But
Mason the so-called Green Paper does make it clear in which
MINT/ direction the Mulroney Conservatives are leaning.
Fountain They want freer trade with the United States, a more
¥neale aggressive economic stance on the world stage, and a
Surbridge beefed-up military. John Burke reports in Qttawa.
Boisjoli
MINE JB: The Throne Speech promised, and Joe Clark
Uss — delivered - a discussion paper on where
DMF Canada should be going on foreign policy.
DMT
DMX SSEA: I rise to table in both official languages,
DMXN the government s Green ~EERET ogvlnt,x—
ZPD national relatlons.
SC1/ _ , .
Mikkelborg JB:. The Green Paper 1swgeally a ray”ﬁuper',
Leblanc . in ‘cover ‘and confent. f‘éEoséﬁuﬂqgae pages
SCs/ it often states the obvious, such as, we dan
Strouts longer take our prosperity or security for graneec.
Storsater Another quote, we cannot isolate ourselves~bthnd
Bouchard barriers. In general, though, the Green Paper sees
TPR/ Canada moving away from its old middle-power good
Quinn nesghbour role, develop an aggressive world sales-—
man. Specifically, it points out the Va ges of a
D(6) new freer trade deal with the U.S., ﬁbl +he
Prime Minister and President set in m en~ der
this vear at the Quebec City Summit.
CPE CPP
CPL SFF The External Affairs Minister is horing his

paper will stimulate discussicn in the country. Ee
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wants to file the report a year from now. That does
not mean that foreign policy will be put on hold in
the meantime.

SSEA: There is nothing new about governments

- making decisions. What is new is that this
process permits for the first time in Canadian
history, the broad public participation of individual
Canadians in the process.

JB: That's means that while this year-long
— foreign policy review is underway,
decisions on Star Wars research, for instance, will
be made by the government. For that and other
reasons, both Opposition critics label the foreign
policy study a charade.

Jewett: It's a junket to keep a bunch of Tory MP's

from becoming restless and the government
has no more intention of taking any of its recommen-
dations than it has of flying to the moon.

Chrétien: I have a suspicion that the wishes of
President Reagan will be more impocrtant
than the report of the committee.

JB: As a protest, both Opposition critics are
- considering not sitting on this committee
review of the foreign policy Green Paper. External
Affairs Minister Clark had put high hopes on the
project. Now, after only one day, the big build-up
is a bit of a let down. John Burke, Global News,
Ottawa.
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Reporter: Le diagnostic est un peu plus clair. Les guestions
économiques ont pris le dessus sur les gquestions politique‘.s
L § -

P
dans les relations extérieures du Canada et le Canada n'a d'autre choix
Ern. &
que de s'ajuster, en tout cas il ne faudrait surtout pas qm{il«-s'isole,
. . £ .-t’.,,_j \'
parce que trente pour cent de tout ce que nous produisons ‘est exporté.

Il faudra donc eétre plus compé&titif, plus productif, plLi:s“'innovateur

-

- . R .
aussi et c'est méme la seule porte de sortie ii:' 1 'S.gnada veut avoir
quelqu'influence que ce soit dans le monde ‘.__l‘ﬁ\"r_enir. Quant & 1la

paix et 3 la sécurité&, la notre, celle de ‘i‘%ufope, celle de l'Amérique

. £, - -
centrale et ultimement celle de touta\Jia planéte menacée par les
.. €
tensions entre l1'Est et 1'Quest, | \Ei’_e_n", il faudra faire de choix,
. Y )
parce gue le Canada n'a pas e%ojrens de fouetter tous ces chats en
;3:"‘\'1-

[

T
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méme temps. Voild, résumé 3 gr\{o;tralts ce qu'il y a dans ce Livre
Vert déposé cet apres;m1§~"paf le ministre des Affaires extérieures
du Canada, Mons:Leg;t 'Jo -C{lark et qui a pour titre: Compétitivité et

sécurité. J'ai ciz;nchtre monsieur Clark un peu plus tdt en fin
o N,

d'apres-mldﬁ;;\%premlere question que je voudrais vous demander c'est
pourquo;.,vous ﬁaltes un Livre Vert et non pas justement un Livre Blanc,

EF

un enom{gf:pgllthue avec le mandat gue vous avez eu le 4 septembre
> "
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JOE CLARK: 'Nous sommes prets 3@ prendre des décisions comme nous l'avons
fait en ce qui concerne le Nicaragua, par exemple, et dans
d'autres domaines, mais je crois'ﬁu'il y a deux guestions ici, la
premi€re touche la substance d'une politigue internationale, l'autre
touche l1‘'efficacité des institutions parlementaires et en fait, le
droit des citoyens des parties des décisions publiques et je crois gue
nous avons une obligation d'inclure les citoyens d4'avoir les moyens,
le véhicule pour avoir une voix dans la détermination de nos politigques.
On le-pratique dans ce domaine ici, parce ¢a n'était jamais fait avant
dans notre histoire. C'est la premiére euh... euh... enguéte revision,
revue parlementaire publique dans l'histoire du Canada.
-

DURIVAGE: Bon, en tout cas, déj3d il y a désorientation l3-dedans,

ce que vous dites, en premier lieu, c'est gque 1l'é&conomie
a pris le dessus sur la politique dans l'importance de nos relations
avec l'étranger, j'aimerais qu'on parle de ces questions économiques
et plus particulidrement des relations au Canada-Etats-Unis, c'est
les trois-quarts de nos exportationé gui vont l3-bas, c'est notre
plus gros partenaire, plus gros que tous les autres mis ensemble,
c'est les trois-guarts de nos exportations. Vous parlez en page 33
d'un arrangement commercial, bilatéral spécial avec les Etats-Unis.

Qu'est-ce que ga veut dire, g¢a, concrétement?

CLARK: (Ca, c'est une option, une des gquatre options que nous devons
considérer et c'est un arrangement avec les Etats-Unis qui

peut permettre un commerce sans les sortes de restrictions gui touchent

le commerce entre le Canada et une autre tierce-partie ou les Etats-

Unis une tierce-partie. Mais ¢a, ca n'est gu'une des options.

ces 3




DURIVAGE: Le statu-guo ca n'a pas de sens pour le Canada? Ce n'est
pas bon pour le Cénada, alors 13, il y a des choix gqui

s'offrent. Il y a, soit un libre échange total avec les Etats-Unis,

on en parlera de cg tout & l'heure, ou il y a connection, cet accord

bilatéral spécial, gu'est-ce gque c'est ¢a, un statut particulier pour

le Canada ou?....

CLARK: En effet, ¢a pu, ca pu... en effet, c'est un statut particulier

pour le Canada et pour les Etats-Unis en ce gui nous concerne,
mais c'est formel, - dans un sens, nous avons une telle situation
informelle aprés le grand ..... ?.... & Québec, parce gu'il y a un
accord entre monsieur Reagan et monsieur Mulroney gque si les intérets
d'un pays ou de l'autre est menacé par les politigues de l'autre pays,
il y aura une résolution ....2... pas du chef, mais l'option peut

formaliser une telle situation, mais je veux.....

DURIVAGE: Mais c'est... prenons des exemples concrets, des pactes de
l'auto gui s'étendraient 3 d'autres secteurs des relations

gue nous avons avec les Etats-Unis, parce gue ¢a, c'est un arrangement

bilatéral spécial ...

CLARK: Bilatéral spécial est dans un domaine spécifigue, c'est ga.

DURIVAGE: Est-~ce que ¢a voudrait dire d'autres pactes?

CLARK: C'est possible, c'est possible.

DURIVAGE: Du vetement? de la chaussure?



"CLARK: L'ancien gouvernement a commencé des &tudes dans les champs

spécifiques, une &tait l'acier spécialisé, especially steel,
et il y eut d‘autres,’euh... et nous sommes en train de continuer les
études des champs spécifiques. Comme j'ai dit, c'est une option et
monsieur Kelleher, le ministre du Commerce international est en trainr
de finir en effet, les consultations avec le monde des affaires et

du travail...

DURIVAGE: Et ¢a pourrait etre une &tape vers un libre échange total,

un marché& commun Canada-Etats-Unis é&ventuel?...

CLARK: Mais la chose, je crois gue c'est important pour moi de souligner
l'importance pour le Canada 4'avoir un ;ystéme multilatéral,

un systéme de commerce multilatéral gui fonctionne et pour noﬁs,‘nous

devons... la guestion des Etats-Unis, c'est inéchappable, c'est 13,

c'est un grande partie de notre commerce, maisS nous pensons gue pour

la santé du Canada, nous devons avoir une situation plus vaste, des

arrangements plus vastes et en fait, nous pensons que la plupart de

-notre croissance future ne sera pas aux Etats-Unis mais sera pfobablement

dans l'Asie et dans la région des marchés du Pacifique. D'apré&s un

sens, le Géfi pour nous en ce gui concerne les Etats-Unis c'est de

maintenir les marchés qui d&j3 existent pour le Canada.

DURIVAGE: Avec les Etats-Unis, vous, personnellement, un libre &change

total, est-ce que vous seriez d'accord avec ¢a?

CLARK: Ce que je veux dire, sans anticiper la politique canadienne,
la politique du gouvernement et que je n'ai pas la peur de
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certains nationalistes canadiens en ce gui concerne nos relations avec
les Etats-Unis, parce gue je crois gue le Canada est beauccup plus
mature, il y a un processus de maturité pendant les.... c'est le mct

francais, mature?

DURIVAGE: oui, oui, oui.

CLARK: Un processus de maturité pendant les années....

DURIVAGE: €Ca ne vous fait pas peur un libre é&change total avec les

Etats-Unis?
CLARK: Non, parce gue Jje crois gu'il y aura les possibilités commer-
ciales pour nous avec le reste du monde et je crois gue nous
sommes assez forts comme ---7--- pour...
DURIVAGE: On ne sera pas un cinguante-et-uniéme é&tat américain?
CLARK; Jamais, ¢a c'est pour moi, c'est, c'est...
DUGRIVAGEZ: C'estc clair.
CLARK: Oui.
DURIVAGE: Passons aux guestions politigues, monsieur Clark, il y en
a beaucoup dont je veux discuter avec vous. Par exemple,
l'initiative de défense stratégigue du Président Reagan. Allez-vous

vous prononcer, allez-vous attendre que le Comité& vous ait fait rapport

pour vous prononcer sur ces guestions?



CLARK: Non, en ce qui concerne cette question-1l3, nous avons décidé

zvant le rapport du Comité,

DURIVAGE: aAh oui?
CLARK: Parce gue c'est une guestion d'une certaine urgence...

. DURIVAGE: Et si le Comité l'étudiait et concluait différemment de la

décision gue vous allez prendre tr&s bientdt?

CLARK: S'il y a2 une décision unanime du Comité qui n'est pas d'accord
avec une politigue du gouvernement, le gouvernement doit
considérer un changement dans la politigue &tablie, et la chose gue je
veux souligner est l'importance et la possibilité du Gouvernement
canadien d'agir et réfléchir en‘méme temps et nous avons besoin, c;est
pas &trange, c'est pas nouveau pour un gouvernement d'agir, la chose
nouvelle ici c'est gue pour la premiére fois dans l'histoire canadienne,
il y a une possibilité pour les citoyens de jouer un role direct dans

la formulation....

DURIVAGE: Pour ce gui est de l'initiative de défense stratégique

vous voulez prendre une décision...

CLARK: Nous devons, nous avons un fonctionnaire, monsieur ...7?2...

gui est aux Etats-Unis maintenant pour...
DURIVAGE: Quand prenez-vous une décision ld-dessus?

ll. 7




CLARK: Pour préciser la nature d'une invitation. Je crois gue
monsieur Kruger pourra faire ses recommandations vers la fin

de juin et le gouvernement peut prendre une décision aprés cga.
DURIVAGE: Pendant 1'€té ou en septembre?
CLARK: Oui.

DURIVAGE: Euh... 1l'aide au développement, c'est une question assez
importante, et il semble gue... en tout cas, vous poser

la question, l'entraide bilatérale devrait-elle etre plus directement
subordonnée 3 la performance des gouvernements qu'on aide en ce qui
concerne la gestion é&conomique, le respect des aroits de la personne
et la convergence des vues sur le plan politique entre ces gouvernements
gu'on aiderait et le Canada? Est-te gque ¢a veut dire, concrétement,
gu'un pays comme l'Ethiopie gui est un pays marxiste, pourrait ne plus
recevoir d'aide éventuellement du Canada? Est-ce gu'on ...
CLARK: Premiérement, c'est une gquestion gue nous avons soulevée,

gue nous voulons voir discuter, deuxiémement, il é&tait guestion
d'idéologie, ce n'est pas dans notre tradition canadienne de lier l'aide
aux questions d'idéologie. L'autre guestion touche par exemple les
guestions des droits humains. Il y a plusieurs pays en voie de
développement gui...oll le Canada est actif coté développement ou
cOté des droits humains n'est pas bon. Dans le passé, nous n'avons pas

rris la performance des droits humains comme une facteur peut-etre...

DURIVAGE: Je vous presse un peu, mais il y a deux ou trois guestions

et il nous reste 3 peine deux minutes. L'Ethiopie, est-ce gque l'aide
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2 1'Ethiopie pourrait eétre mise en cause parce gue c'est un régime

marxiste. Je prends cet exemple-l3a.

CLARK: J'en doute. C'était la position du Canada, et en pratigque la
position de notre gouvernement de, d'é€largir l'aide canadienne

en Ethiopie.

DURIVAGE: L'ONU et plus particuliérement 1'UNESCO, les Etats-Unis ont
guitté, l'Angleterre veut guitter, est-ce gue le Canada

veut rester dans l'UNESCO.

CLARK: Le Canada veut rester et nous en sommes en train maintenant
d'essayer de réformer l'institution, nous venons de convoguer

3 Paris une réunion des représentanté de plusieurs autres pays pour

discuter précisément des moyens par lesguels le Canada peut renforcer

1'UNESCO. C'est une autre guestion pour le Comité.

DURIVAGE: Francophonie. Est-ce que le Canada va y participer & ce

sommet de la Francophonie.... et le Québec?

CLARK: Nous avons eu les discussions avec le Québec et guand j'étais

& Bonn pour le sommet économique, j'en ai discuté avec le
ministre de France, c'est possible gu'il y aura des propositions en
ce gui concerne la guestion d4'un sommet francophone. En ce gqui concerne
la francophonie, c'est une partie de la nature du Canada, c'est une

partie de notre avenir...

DURIVAGE: Et le Québec y participerait?
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CLARK: Je crois que la question est de trouver le moyven pour permettre...
rous avons fait certaines propositions, le gouvernement &u Québec
a répondu et je crois gue nous sommes en train de, au moins de le

discuter dans un sens positif, dans un aspect positif.

DURIVAGE: Une derniére gquestion, c'est celle des conflits régionaux
et de 1'Amérique centrale. Hier, Monsieur Arnaud de Borchgrave

le rédacteur en chef du Washington'Times, disait au point en ce gqui
concerne le Nicaraqua, le Canada comme tous les pays d'Europe de 1'Quest,
a un double discours. Un discours pour sa population et sa position
officielle gui est celle toute contraire, celle d'é€tre d'accord avec
les Etats-Unis. Autrement, gue le Canada est hypocrite.
CLARK: Euh... j'ai été & Bonn, quand ....?... la position du gouvernement

des Etats-Unis, gui &tait déclaré par monsieur Reagan, le jour
aprés, j'étais avec monsieur Schultz, j'ai eu l'occasion de parler
avec monsieur Schultz directement, je crois qu'avant j'ai eu l'occasion
de parler avec le public canadien, j'ai dit la méme chose en privé
gue j'ai dit en public, gue nous ne sommes pas d'accord avec l'action
des américains en ce qui concerne le Nicaragua. Nous avons l'intention
de poursuivre notre propre politigque pour encourager le développement

conomique essentiel du Nicaragua et...

DURIVAGE: Et vous n'avez gu'un langage... Vous n'étes pas d'accord

avec les Etats-Unis....

CLARK: Je ne suis pas d'accord avec... euh...il n'est pas d'hypocrisie
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canadienne, il y a une détermination chez nous de suivre les moyens
gui peuvent nous garantir, nous donner une influence si possible de
tout...?... les politigues des américains et ceux des aspirations des
autres pays du coin. Nous pensons par exemple gue l'aide gue nous
avons déjd offert au processus contadora est bien important.

Ca c'est une guestion immédiate et c'est bien important, mais le
Livre Vert donne aux citoyens canadiens la possibilité de participer
dans les questions pas juste immé&diates, mais aussi les guestions

de longue term, de longues dates d'une autre politigque &trangére.

DURIVAGE: Trés rapidement, en terminant, ce Comité du Sénat et des
communes a un an pour étudier une noqyelle politique
extérieure du Canada. Dans un an, gu'est-ce qui arrive, ils vous
remettent ce rapport et agissez-vous immédiatement selon les recomman-
dations ou est-ce gqu'il y aura encore du ﬁemps avant gue vous preniez

des décisions?

CLARK: Il y aura une possibilité pour nous diincorporer les recomman-
dations, notre réponse 3 la recommandation dans un Livre Blanc
ou il v a une possibilité& que nous pouvons accepter ou rejeter, mais
accepter certaines recommandations immédiatement. Nous n'avons pas
pris une telle décision jusgu'au moment, personnellement, je crois gue
c'est bien possible pour nous de faire deux choses, d'agir vitement
sur certainés de leurs recommandations. Je crois que ce serait
important pour le gouvernement 4'indiquer que nous voulons agir, que
nous voulons accepter certaines recommandations pour donner une

légitimité au processus, et ¢a c'est important.




DURIVAGE: Oui, mais d'autre part, vous pouvez aussi donner l'impression
gue vous ne voulez pas prendre de décision, vous voulez

gagner du temps en faisant des Livres Verts et des Livres Blancs?

CLARK: Mais je crois gque les actions gue nous avons prises en ce gui
concerne l'Ethiopie, en ce gui concerne le Nicaragua, en ce

gui concerne par exemple 1'UNESCO indigquent gue le gouvernement est

en pleine action maintenant, mais la chose nouvelle est gue pour la

prenmiére fois , nous avons donné aux citoyens le droit de participer.

DURIVAGEZ: Merci beaucoup, monsieur Clark.
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ENTREVUE AVEC JOE CLARK

REPORTER: Et monsieur Clark vous avez une fillette de 8 ans, '
~
ca fait dé€3j3d un bon moment gu'elle a passé la<%hase

du non, est-ce que ¢a a &té difficile?

CLARK: C'était assez difficile gque j'avais vbyagé'beaucoup,

puis c'était un probléme pour Maureen mais gca c'est
d Vs
l'approche du partenaire dans le mariage, je %u;s 13 pour les bons

temps et elle est 13 pour les périodes diffl&lles.

- \1
REPORTER: Alors notre invi;é_v;ui I'avez vu le tr&s honorable
Joe Clark qui-ﬁufiéremiér ministre du Canada de mai
'79 & février '80. L'automne é;rnker il devenait secrétaire d4'état

aux affaires exterleures dans 'le cabinet Mulroney et hier il proposait

aux canadiens un llvre vert sur les affaires extérieures du Canada

£~
3

et nous l'avons.1nvité§ill est avec nous ce soir. Soyez le bienvenu

monsieur Clark‘- C'est par ce livre vert est-ce gue vous n'étes pas

-~

en prét de nou llvrer pieds et poings l1iés aux américains?

2

1

Plutdt je crois gue c'est bien clair dans la propositinn

gue nous avons mis sur la table du parlement et premiére-
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ment gue nOuUs avons mainienanﬁ une occasion pour une discussion publique
de nos cptions et ¢a c'est nécessaire pour garder contre les tendances
du gouvernement, mais l'autre chose c'est gue je crois gue le message
essentiel pour les canadiens et gue nous avons une nécessité de déb...(?)
nos relations commerciales avec tout le monde, l'Amérigue bien sir,

mais nous au moins nous pensons gue probablement les relations les plus
importante dans le contexte de présence &conomigue pour le Canada

c'est pas aux Etats-Unis, c'est en Asie et dans le Pacifique.

REPORTER: D'accord sur le plan commercial mais il reste gue le

livre escamote des aspects assez importants, l'initia-
t.ve de défenze stratégigue par exemple, deux paragraphes, un paragraphe
sur 1'Amérigue latine, une page sur l'Amérique latine, et deux pages

sur l'aide au tiers-monde de développement.

CLARK: Mais ce n'était pas un document'pour les intellectuels
comme toi. Les problémes importants par exemple et

ce gque nous sommes en train de faire ici, essayer de faire, est d'inté-

resser une plus grande monde et nous avons choisi d'avoir un livre

vert qui était moins large, moins encyclop&gique qui peut intéresser

engager l'intéréet des citoyens. En ce gui concerne la question de nos

propres politigues vis-3-vis les Etats-Unis et les impasses par exemple

sur 1'Amérigue latine, je crois gqgue ¢a la relation étai£,bien indiguée

dans la position que le gouvernement a pris en ce qui concerne Nicaragua

ol ncus n'avons pas appuyer la position du gouvernement américain.

Nous gardons cette liberté.

REPORTER: Vous avez en effet cette liberté& mais par ailleurs
vous demandez des accords bi-latéraux avec les Etats-
Unis et vous dites dans ce document que la force du Canada elle

i
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dépend de sa force économigue.

CLARK: Bien sir.

REPORTER: C'est surtout ¢a? Alors justement est-ce gue vous ne
vous placez pas par cette demande & la mercie des
américains. Est-ce gue cette petite résistance qu'on a 3 l'&gard du

Nicaragua, vous ne pourrez plus l'avoir?

CLARK: Nous ne pouvons pas échapper le continent. Nous sommes
ici. Nous sommes les voisins des américains. Ils sont
un pays beaucoup plus puissant que nous. (a c'est une réalité. Nous
avons les emplois canadiens qui seront affecté€s par les développements
aux Etats-Unis. Mais je crois que la chose & souligner est gue nous
avons un autre monde aussi et c'est 13 ol nous avons, nous n'avons pensé
assez de progrés, par exemple si on parle de productivité canadienne
et c'est les comparaisons avec les autres pays, ce n'était pas aujourd'hui
envers les Etats-Unis gue nous avons des problémes. Il y en a aussi
avec le Japon, avec les autres pays du Pacifique, des 1les. Je crois
que dans le passé peut-étre nous avons trop de préoccupations avec les
Etats-Unis et nous avons perdu une perspective sur le monde. C'est

dans le monde gue nous devons €tre actif, le monde entier, les Etats-

Unis et plus gque ¢a.

REPORTER: Oui mais il est guestion dans le livre vert de suprimer
les barriéres protectionnistes. On veut qu'il y ait
une sorte de libre-é&change avec les américains. Mais dans la mesure

oll vous accordez ca monsieur Clark vous pensez pas gue on va vous imposer
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ce gque l'on veut en matidre de défense, gue g¢a va un peu ensemble?

CLARK: Il y a toujours un danger mais c'est important aussi

d faire une distinction entre les politigques que le
Canada est persuadé d'accepter par les américains et les politigues
qu'on veut accepter parce gue nous, canadiens, appuis les mémes perspec-
tives, les mémes valeurs que les américains. Et je crois gue au moins
pour la période dont vous citez le ministre au gouvernement, les déci-
sions gue nous avons pris par exemple avec le systé&me du Grand Nord,
le systéme de radars dans le Grand Nord, ¢a c'était dans l'intéret
cznadien, c'é+tait pour protéger nos propres intéréts pas pour servir

les inté&rets des américains.

REPORTER: Il n'en reste pas moins gue l'on constate gue sur les
grandes décisions importantes, vous venez d'invoguer

NORAD (?), 1'OTAN, on peut parler deé Nations-Unies, 13 pas possibilité

de marguer sa dissidence, on le peut sur des choses mineures, l'aide

au développement peut-étre 3 l'égard du Nicaragua, une petite dissidence.

mais sur les choses vraiment importantes on ne peut pas se démarquer.

CLARK: Ah mais il y a une guestion de base ici et ¢a touche
les fins d'une politigue &trangére d'un pays. Est;cé
gue notre raison d'etre c'est de donner, de cacher d'exprimer notre
opinion, ou est-ce gue notre raison d'etre c'estfd'agir? Je crois
gue nous avons une obligation de voir l'impact sur les &vEnements
et nous ne sommes pas une super-puissance, nous ne sommes pas la puissarce
de 1'Union Soviétique ni les Etats-Unis mais nous sommes un pays avec
une certaine influence et je crois gque si nous voulons utiliser cette
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influence 1les plus vont changer les choses gui sont peut-étre petites.
Peut-&tre 1'UNESCO c'est petit. Peut-8tre Nicaragua c'est petit mais
c'est les petites choses oll nous pouvons faire le progré&s oli le Canala

a traditionnellement jouer un role important.

REPORTER: Mais est-ce gue vous, par cette démarche, n'amener pas
le Canada a2 jouer un role moins important gue sous

Pierre-Elliot Trudeau?

CLARK: Je crois gque c'est bien parti pour nous de jouer un
r3le en effet plus imporiant parce gu'il y aurz je creis

[
une lus grande emphase sur l'action et pas sur les par cles.

REPORTER: Oui mais les réserves exprimées par exemple & l'égard
des systémes de déiense, vous disiez gue c'€tait pour

les intellectuels mais c'est guand meme guelgue chose gui pourrait se

" concrétiser.

CLARK: C'est ¢a et nous devons prendre une décision nous-meme

et nous sommes en train de considérer tous les facteurs
et la décision canadienne sera prise par nous dans notre intfre:.
Souvent notre intérét est le méme gque l1l'intéret des américains. Monsieur
Weinberger guand il a donné l'invitation la premiére fois établir 1'échézn:
ce, nous avons dit non nous n'acceptons pas l'écﬁéance des américains
nous voulons @écider sur nos propres <«time table» et c'est parce gue

ce gue nous sommes en train de faire.

REPORTER: Mais le document parle é&videmment surtout sur les
guestions commerciales, le sénat a passé trois ans &
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€tudier ces guestions de libre échanges, la commission McDonald j'ai
suivi ces travaux & une certaine épogue, la commission McDonalé va

faire des rapports la-dessus. Pourgquoi réétudier g¢a & nouveau?

CLARK; Parce gue je crois gue c'est essentiel d'étudier ces
cuestions commerciales dans le contexte de politicues

étrangéres. Je crois que s'il y a guelgue chose gui est non-traditionnel

guelgue chose gui est vraiment nouveau dans le document c'est la combi-

naison des facteurs é&conomigues et des facteurs politigues parce gue

je crois gque nous ne pouvons pas avoir une politigue internationnal

éans le domaine des politicues aujourd'hui, sans une référence sans

ur.e compréhension des forces €conomiques.

REPORTER: Mais il n'y a pas 13 de votre part, si vous permettez,
une stratégie de diversion, c'est-a-dire on discute

des cuestions Economigues pendant gue, comme vous le disiez tout &

l'heure, on décide 3 propos du bouclier de l'espace, on décide a

propos des accords bi-latéraux?

CLARK: Je dois faire le point gue c'est pas nouveau pour un
gouvernement faire les décisions. Les gouvernements
dcivent toujours faire les décisions. Ce gui est'nouveau et que il
y aura occasion pour le public d'étre parti des décisions et bien sir
se sera nécessaire de faire pour nous de faire certaines décisions
avant la fin &u rapport en ce gui concerne les ....(?) de défense
stratégiques, en ce gui concerne autres guestions. Mais il y aura
plusieurs d'autres gquestions importantes, guestions gui touchent la
francophonie, guestions gui touchent l'Amérique latine, guestions guil
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touchent «the organization of american state» des choses comme ca
qui peuvent etre &tudier par le comité parlementaire et qui peut
donner aux citoyens pour la premiére fois une occasion de assiszer

dans l'élaboration des fins de politiques canadiennes.

REPORTER: Oui mais avec votre majorité en Chambre est-il prévisib
gue les comités puissent énoncés des politigues difié-

rentes de celles du gouvernement.

CLARK: Oui prévisible et souhaitable et essentiel. Parce gque
ne partie c'est une moyenne & démontrer la force c&u
parlement. Comme vous le savez depuis longtemps j'ai fait le cas gue
j'ai constaté gue une de nos grandes faiblesses c'est la faiblesse rpar-
lementaire et je crois gue le seul moyen d'y remédier est avec un
gouvernement qui est déterminé de faire, d'utiliser le parlement, ncus
avons commencé, ¢a prend de la coopréation d'autres partis mais j'ai
dit hier, aprés la déclaration du politigque, j'ai déclaré mon intention
d'agir sur un bon nombre des recommandations si je suis d'accord ou
non parce que Jje crois gue ¢a c'est le seul moyen de renforcer notre

systéme parlementaire.

REPORTER: Deux des principaux problémes soulignés par le livre
vert, c'est-3-dire le commerce international, la défens

échappent un peu & votre compétence. C'est pas un peu embétant ¢a?

CLARK: Echappent de ma compétence en ce sens que, dans un sens
on échappe de ma compétence sauf gue toutes les choses

toutes les activités du Canada au pays sont dans un sens dans ma compé-
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tence.

REPORTER: Et ¢a ne montre pas que le ministére des affaires enté-
rieures n'a plus d'importance qu'il avait monsieur Clark?

CLARK: Je crois que il n'a pas l'importance qu'il a eut pendant

par exemple la période de monsieur Pearson, je crois
gue la période de monsieur Trudeau a eu comme résultat une diminution
dans le role du ministére des affaires extérieures. Je suis en train

de changer c¢a.

REPORTER: Merci bien monsieur Clark.

CLARK: Merci.
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CBC: External Affairs Minister Joe Clark is
expected to release his green paper on Canadian Foreign
Policy tomorrow. Central America is a region of
increasing importance on the world stage. John Kirk
who teaches Latin American Studies at Dalhousie
University says that Canada should not imitate U.S.
President Reagan's recently announced trade boycott

of Nicaragua.

JK: Our Government should have the moral courage
to voice strong disagreement with Mr. Reagan as many
European and Latin American leaders have already done.

As well, in view of our international reputation
as an honest broker, we should continue to assist
the Contadora nations, but in a more energetic fashion
and with much more initiative than we have to date.

Moreover, since Nicaragua will continue to be in
the eye of the storm, our Government should stop
relying on shoddy, often second-hand information.

We should resurrect the very successful Parliamentary
Sub-Committee examining Canada's relations with Latin
America and also send a multi-party delegation of
MPs on a fact-finding mission to the area. Perhaps
Mr. Clark too could follow his predecessor's example
and travel there himself. In addition, our pathetic
representation with small offices in Guatemala and
Costa Rica surely should be beefed up with an office
in Nicaragua, as even Mrs. Thatcher's government has
recently done. Finally, we should seek to defuse
the volatile situation in Central America by creating
a dialogue, a political space. One effective means
of doing this is to improve aid and trade with
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Nicaragua as we did very successfully with Cuba 25
years ago. This can be done by extending export
credits to Canadian businesses and seeking to attract
the $140 million spent by Nicaragua last year .in the
United States. Sure it's inconvenient to increase
the agricultural gquotas from Central America at this
moment, but the temporary inconvenience will have

far greater political and economic pay-offs down the
road. CIDA which to date has dealt fairly with
Nicaragua should, therefore, increase its aid to the
area. Individual Canadians who last year gave more
than $2 million in the Tools for Peace Campaign can
also help by earmarking donations to non-governmental
organizations, such as OXFAM, CUSO and CANSAVE, with
an excellent track record in that country. 25 years
ago the Conservative Government of John Diefenbaker
refused to knuckle under to pressure from the White
House and break relations with Cuba. Since that time,
an excellent trading relationship has developed,
providing a very favourable trade balance for Canadian
businessmen, and allowing tens of thousands of
Canadians to visit Cuba's beaches every year.
Confrontationist policies by the U.S. Administration
were counter-productive then and will be so again.
While we should not over- dramatize the importance
of our contribution, nevertheless we should not simply
sit back. What is needed at the moment is a mixture
of Canadian courage and generosity to defuse this
volatile situation. After all, isn't that what honest
brokers are all about? For Commentary, this is John
Kirk in Halifax.

CBC: John Kirk is the Assistant Professor of
Latin American Studies in Halifax.
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CCC: Eric Kierans joins us Irom Halifax, Dave Barrett
- .\' "

is in our Vancouver studio and sitting in fgdayg.in Toronto
<

for Dalton Camp who can't be here today, Ron At\kie(?);. b:ui, Atkie's

a Toronto lawyer and a former cabinet minister the Clark government.

Gentlemen, good morning to you all, Ron Atkie{’»we'- ome and good
morning. 5

<. %

ATKIE: Good to be here Petef'\

t_‘r- . 4.-‘_:;

Yooz
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CBC: Eric Kierans are, you there?
S
KIERANS: Yeah surélisil-
S EN
4;‘*{-.\?‘4:

CBC: h, and Dave, you're there?

e

G

-

\*’\:,;- Yes . right here.

I didn't hear your bubbling enthusiasm off the

cesl

.
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=zrxk .in response to my good morning.
RIZEAND . Yeah, we wanted to hear from the new boy.

CBC: Okay, Ron Atkie, the floor is yours. That's a little

unfair. Eric Kierans, I think I'll start with you.
As I said before, the news the green paper goes into the House
of Commons today. The Globe and ﬁail is reporting or suggesting
or predicting that it's going to say we have gloomy economic prospects
in this country and that the best foreign policy response might
iz ir :z... arza of trade. What do you make of tkat Eric and generally
what are you thoughts?
KIERANS: Well generally a green paper is just... as was

said yesterday in the Globe and Mail, a discuséion
paper. It's really setting forth a number of problems that have'
gone back 1like boots and shoes and textiles to confederation itself.
You have to examine or ask yourself what is the motive. 1I'll say
this about the government, they are masters, really as capturing
the media. You know you make a leak and you have something before
the report comes out, then the report comes out and then the people
who didn't benefit from the leak begin to criticize the report,
and the people who got the benefit, so you keep a discussion going
on something that's really not all that much concerned and all
that much different and you again ask yourself, what are they doing
here? Well, one of the things that they would seem to be doing
~is undercutting what is likely to come out fairly soon I understand,
or I would hope, the report of the MacDonald Commission on Canada's

L3R .3




economic future, and they intend I presume apparently to really
duplicate, I don't know if it's going to cost 20 million or that
much, but duplicate what the MacDonald Commission has just done.

That is, they're going to form another committee of MPs, senators,
empowered to travel, to hold public hearings, to make recommendations
to the government. You know, another junket with a lot of the

boys helping to give External Affairs a very high profile in areas
that are not strictly its jurisdiction. I don't know what Sinclair
Stevens or Robert de Cotret are going to have to say about this

interference on economic affairs.

CBC: Well, Dave Barrett, I hear you winding up.
BARRETT: Well, I'm not winding up, I'm winding down, after

| listening to that leak, I think we should just wrap
it up and forget it. I mean what's the pessimism all about. I
thought the entrepreneurs were adventurous. I thought a Conservative
government had a business sense about it. I mean, what are we
talking about, gloom and doom about the very stuff that keeps this
nation going. Our natural resources, to suggest that's all gone,
our markets are gone is to wrap up Canada. What we can do is not
go back to the attitudes that our resources are going to last forever,
but we can do some thoughtful planning and be prudent about the
use of our resources. As far as markets go, the idea that we so
narrowiy focused on the United States, we forget the whole Pacific
Rim. We've got to look at one of our major trading .partners in
Japan. We have to look to other options besides straight sales.
We have to think in terms of barter. There's the whole third world

-
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country down there that has an expanding market . As long as the
United States continues to isolate itself in the wdrld, then we

should take advantacge of that. If the United States starts puuzinis
embargos on trading with countries in Latin America that wan£ to

move towards self determination, you know some of those countries

have been reading Thomas Payne (?) and Jefferson and getting ideas
that they should have a revolution like the Americas had and that's
threatening to the Aﬁericans, then those markets are potentially,
they're on a barter basis. I think we should be expansive, rather
than narrowing on the basis of what we think the Americané will
r2spond to. I agree with Eric. I think it's just a stall. I tnoug:c
these fellows had a plan. I thought that's what they ran the election
campaign on. And to duplicate what MacDonald is doing is just...

well we could franchise it. 1It's a whole new MacDonald's.
CBC: Ron Atkie, welcome to the club.
ATKIE: Delighted. Delighted. 1It's been fifteen years

since we've had a serious discussion of foreign

policy or at least serious guestions laid out in a document that

hopeZully Canadians can understand. I haven't seen the document,

but I understand it'll have a lot of'questions in it; It may not

have that many answers and clearly I think it's signaled, it will

sign;l a greater focus on international trade, the idea of competitiveress
and the economic realities that are faciné Canada, some of which

are not terribly good. I think we will see an attempt to reorient
Canadians' thinking. I think Dave Barrett mentioned Pacific Rim

and I think it's clear we've come to the crossover point where
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Canada's trade with the Pacific Rim countries is greater than that
now of Europe and there goes the third option which was talked

about in 1870 in the Trudeau green paper, so we've come a long

ways and we've gone in a slightly different direction. So I think
we're going to see a lot of guestions raised with a view to changing

the perceptions of Canadians about where we're going in the world.

KIERANS: Well, isn't that what the MacDonald commission was

supposed to be doing?

LTXKIE: That's right, but they're a different group. They're
an independant group. I don't think this is done

in counterpoint to the MacDonald Commission at all. In fact I

think this paper was to have been out some months ago and because

a number of the bureaucrats continue to want to fine tune it it's

been delayed a little bit. I think it will be a different type

of document in the sense it will ask more guestions than give answers,

I think the MacDonald Commission will set up some answers which

may or may not be music to the ears of Canadians. So you'll see

an interesting debate focused just between the two documents, but

I don't think it was deliberately planned that way.

KIERANS: But Ron, if all we do is discuss and discuss and
navel gaze and navel gaze and when is somebody going

to do scmething. .

BARRETT: Goodness gracious, you know, and I'm being very
polite, this is ridiculous, another paper, how stupid.
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We've got a million and a half unemployed people out there. What

are we going to do, feed them paper? There's some simple basic
thincs we should be doing in this country to get people employed.
We've got in the province of British Columbia one gquarter of our
population on some kind of government program, be it old agé pension,
unemployment insurance or welfare. -Now that's a right wing capitalist
socieyt that produces 25 percent of the population living off the
state, and a central government that adopts the same right wing
capitalist philosophy that free enterprise is going to solve our
problems and we've got all these people unemployed. The system

is failing because of the lack of initiative, drive and commitment
to making some decisions. Nine months in government it produces

a paper. We're going to eat paper, put salt amd papper on it and
you know, come on, what is going on in this country? Twenty-five

million people and we're navel gazing as Eric says. Surely to

goodness there's somebody with some gumption and some sense to

sit down and make some decisions about getting this country moving
forward. I don't see it happening. And allowing bureaucrats to

f£ine tune a paper, those are the same bureaucrats who worked for

the Liberals or who have been secunded to the MacDonald Commission.
There's nothing brand new in saying oh woe is us. We have these
problems. Come on, what is the purpose of running for office,

what is the purpose of governing. Make some decisions, some initiatives,
something bold. Lift the spirit of this country, buﬁ to produce

a green paper with a blue ribbon. Come on.-

ATKIE: Dave, this paper is not the only initiative that
the government of Canada has taken in the last six

ceod



months.

BARRETT: It's true, that is absolutely true. They've hired -
a lot of Tories as well.
ATKIE: No, I think... let's look at the area of international

trade in relationship to the United States and some
of the things that Kelleher's been saying, some of the things that
Kelleher is purporting to do and he's announced a timetable. BHe's
completing his consultations this month. He's taking to cabinet

next month scme very serious proposals...
KIERANS: Like what?

ATKIE: ...for relations for trading with the United States,
whether we're going to havea free trade in certain

sectors, whether we're going to have a comprehensive trade agreement,

a framework trade agreement, he's going to set out a fairly specific

line of approach and I think that will be in place probably by

August or September if the cabinet acts on it and after all, I

don't have to tell either of you who our largest and most important

trading partner is. It's the nation to the south.

BARRETT: Yeah, but you talk about... I agree with Eric.
Like what? For instance, here we are, the nice
polite voice to the north. We're talking about free trade and
there's a massive attempt in the United States to bring tarifs
on Canadian lumber. You know, this is supposed to be reciprocal
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kind of free trade discussion. There's no free trade discussion
on the basis of lumber in the States. There's a major lobby to
try and put a ... slap a tarif on us that would knock out our western

lumber sales right over night.

ATKIE: Well, I don't think you've got evidence that that's
going to happen Dave, and you see that's part of
the discussion between the two countries, between the trade repre-

sentatives to avoid that happening.

-KIERANS: Well, just a minute Ron, you know you talk about

the bureaucrats and their fine tuning. What they're
really fine tuning is exactly the kind of policy that the former
government, that they drafted and the former government agreed
to at Verseilles and Williamsburg and so on. In other words that
we integrate our policies, monetary policy and interest rates with
control of the money supply with that of the United States. We
work to reducing our budget deficits by restraining government
expenditures. These are all things that Prime Ministers have agreed
to, only Mr. Mulroney has gone further and said we didn't do enough
and then to bring our exchange rates into line and to converge
as the jargon with those of the United States. Now these are the
same people and what is different about all of this. I don't see
anything different and I'm very much worried. Sure éverybody knows
tha£ the United States is our biggest customer. That has been
the problema nd since the third option didn't work, it wasn't

the massive document that you...
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CBC: Gentlemen, can I bust in here for a second. We're
talking here about a green paper on foreign policy

and External Affairs, and you three, forgiveably, I started it

going that way, the Globe and Mail started that way, but you're

talking about economic gquestions overlapping the MacDonald Commission,

overlapping all kinds of other things . Surely as a country we've

got a lot of other gquestions in the area of foreign policy. About

peace keeping role, about foreign aid, about Central America,

our relations there, are we not going to talk about those things?

HIERANS: Peter, Clark has already said that he's not going
to talk at all about the United Nations, the North

A

Atlantic Treaty Organization.

CBC: Those two he did say yeah. What about the three

I just mentioned?

KIERANS: Well, how about Norad or anything else. These

are the things that you should be talking about.

BARRETT: Or how about the Organization of American States,
or human rights conditionality, those sorts of things

which I suspect will be in the paper.

KIERANS; Well, it doesn't look like it because the paper

has been leaked to Hugh Windsor who's a very careful

reporter.

...lo
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ATRIE: I thought I tried to bring in the third world country
on the basis of just doing a little switch in our

economic thinking on the basis of barter. I said that there's

new markets opening, as long as the Americans turn isolationist

because somebody wants a revolution like they had . Then those

new market potentials are there on the basis of barter. We don't

have toc make cash deals, but we've got resources that we can barter

with and we should explore that opportunity in Latin America and

South America. We have a good name in the third world simply on

the basis of a laissez faire attitude and an unwillingness, thank

zoodn2s3, nct to join the OAS. We should exploit that opportunity.

We should avoid any impression that we're going to be dragged along

into adventures in Latin America by the Americans. We should avoid

the impression that somehow we're going to become little brother

or little nephew to Uncle Sam in world affairs. We do have a good

name since Pearson's time. We should be trading on that and get

the economic spillocff, spinoff. I'm not opposed to any of that,

but that means an agressive independant international stance by

Canada, a little bit of flag waving, nothing wrong with that, especial.y

if it makes a few bucks for us.

KIERANS: I would feel a lot better about this paper Ron if

I had felt that there was some strong input by Joe
Clark himself which would reflect a Tory position; but you have
suggested yourself and we all know that this has been done really
by the people who have been deoing this sort'of stuff, the bureaucrats
for years.' Now, my problem is I don't expect much of Jce Clark
to be in this green paper, because how much thinking has he done

.Q.ll
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lately. How mucﬁ time has he been, in a room by himself to paraphrase
what James Reston (?) said in that very sad article that he had
written about Mr, Reagan and the amount of travelling that he's

doing and the pressure on him and with his age and whatever. You
know you have to think, you have to be by yourself for a while

and Clark has been everywhere all over the world. I don't think

he has time to do anything except pick up the copies that are given

to him.

ATKIE: There's no better way and better time to reflect
<han being on an airplane for long periods of time.

KIERANS: Impossible. Impossible. )

ATKIE: I think Clark (inaudi?le)...

BARRETT: I think there's a warning here from what Reagan's

doing and Eric's touched on it. If you just take
your mind back to five weeks ago when the whole Bitburg controversy
was on, we talked about the necessity of Kohl leaning on Reagan
for domestic politics and this should be a warning to the Tories
in Ottawa about leaning on Reagan for domestic politics. The Social
Democrats scored a major upset in those provincial elections that
Kohl was worried about, that he was convinced Bitburg and Reagan's
visit Qas going to restore his power in those local elections.
The Social Democrats want them. The Greens were wiped out. There's
a major shift away from Reaganism in Europe. There will be the
same thing here in Canada and I would think that the green paper
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should be pushed aside and there should be a Canadian paper on

the basis of where we're going. Not leaning so much on the ...

CBC: Well let's...

ATKIE: Dave, you want to push that green paper before it's
even released yet .I think it'll be a very useful

document. An independant...

CBC: Well, do you think it will address some of those

very basic gquestions...

ATKIE: Sure, ~
CBC: ...towards Central America.
ATKIE: Sure, I think it will without specific mentioning

countries. I think it will go into issues. I think
it will go into the questions of relations with the United States

which are rather central.

CBC: (inaudible) ... mention Star Wars, should it mention

Star Wars?

ATKIE: I think it will, but we're being rapidly overtaken
by events. I mean, after all, we were issued the

invitation to participate in the research on SDI. The deadline

for that invitation issued by the United States has since passed.

...l3
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And...
KIERANS: They said there was no deadline. There denied
that there was...
ATKIE: Well, there was a six week deadline and every western

European country has missed it and we're goipg to
miss it very deliberately. Mr. Clark has appointed Arthur Kroeger
to look at the situation .We'll have a report in June. There will
be a debate. There's no commitment yet from Canada to go in and
if we & go in I suspect it will be very cautiously and with strings
attached. So there is an independant activity going on there which
is quite separate from the green paper, but which nevertheless
must be dovetailed with it. The whole United Nations issue I think
has been brought to the_ surface with the speech of Stephen Lewis,
the American reaction, and the Canadian Prime Minister's support

for our ambassador at the United Nations. Those gquestions...
CBC: Do you think he was sending a very clear signal
there when he stepped in and said (inaudible)...

speaks for Canada.

ATKIE: Oh yes, you're darn right. He was attacking the

Heritage club (inaudible)...

KIERANS: That's right.

BARRETT: He was defending the United Nations.
...14
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ATIKIE: Oh sure, he was attacking the Heritage Club.

KIERANS: You're supposed to defend something you're a member
of.

BARRETT: Of course, and the other thing is has he voted

once against what the Tories want. The Tories are
slavishly responding, you know, to Jean Kirpatrick's (?) image
left there. I feel terrible pain and anguish for Lewis, having
to ... the both the ways voting in there. It's easy to go out
znd@ kic/. the Heritage Club. They're not here in Canada and they're
no threat to the Tories at the local level .It's Amway that's a
threat to the local Tories, not the Heritiage Club. You know,
come on, let's be realistic about this thing. We have had a governmen®
for the past six months that has been making political love to
Ronald Reagan and I don't expect anything different. Certainly
not out of the leaks so far, the green paper.
ATKIE: Not a bad tactic when you're about to renegotiate

your trade relations.

BARRETT: Renegotiate! They don't renegotiate anything. The

Americans just roll over and we get squashed.

CBC: I'm left with one question and I want before I
bring this to a conclusion this week, to hear Ron

Atkie on this question which seems to me to have come directly

from what Eric said a moment ago. Is Ron, can I ask you this,

eeol5
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is this a Joe Clark green paper? Are we going to hear Joe's real
views, Mr. Clark's real views. I'd call him Mr. Clark in private
too by the way. ~Are we going to hear Mr., Clark's real views and
are they... will they give us a thrust in the kind of direction

that we've heard this morning?

ATKIE: I believe we are going to see a lot of Joe Clark

in this paper. I think he's had some time, contrary
to what Eric's said, he's had scame time to reflect. He's now been
out of the office of leader of the party for a year and a half,

zimost two v=-rs, and he is, I think now comfortable in his position,

in a Mulroney cabinet and clearly there's no guestion who the boss

-

is.
KIERANS: . No, you'd better believe it.
ATKIE: The relations between them are remarkably good

given that you have a former Prime Minister and
an existing Prime Minister in the same cabinet. And he's determined
to make his mark and I think this paper will be one of the vehicles,
not the only vehicle. It will ask a lot of questions, which is
the Clark style, with a view to getting Canadians to honestly debate.
I think this paper will be in marked contrast to the papers that
came out in 1970 which were didactic 'in approach. Trudeau trving
to eduﬁate Canadians in the world as to what we are and should
be. I think Clark will be a little bit more humble .than that and
will try to provide a useful document that will genuinely spark
a debate among the Parliamentary committee and Canadians generally.

I
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CBC:

KIERANS:
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Well...
Sorry, well Eric, I'll give you one quick (inaudible).

Look, I want to say something. There was very little

of Trudeau in that 15970 paper. That was Michell

Sharpe, and number two, look, you may say that relations between

Mr. Clark and Mr. Mulroney are excellent, but I don't know how

many more humiliations he can stand, publically and in front of

all the other leaders of the world and still say that relations

are good.

BARRETT:

CBC:

and back to the foodlines in British Columbia.

Gentlemen, I thank you all. Eric Kierans in our

Halifax studio, Dave Barrett from Vancouver,hihfour

Toronto studio this morning, Ron Atkie, sitting in this week for

Dalton Camp.
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SSEA BOOK CBC: The key to Canada's success in internation-
MINA/ - al relations is to improve the competitive-
wuée ness 9f anaqians anq maintain this couptry's present
@rgin position in 1pternat}onal markets. In its green
Chambers paper on foreign policy releasgd today, the govern-
McNee ment concludes that strengthening Canada's economic
Mason per?ormance should be the cornerstone of our fqrelgn
lﬂNﬁ/ policy. Stephen Boisonneault has a report.
gﬁ;}:lm SB: Tbe.Minister 9f International Trade aqd the
urbridge ] . Minister of Flpance hgve a}ready published
Soisjoli discussion papers of their own in whlcb they' ve
MINE already outlined post of the issues which Jog Clérk,
UsS the External Affairs Secretary, tglks about in his
DMF paper released today, and by now it's becoming tired
DMT _ news to anadians. The message is we have to improve
DM Productiv1ty and our competitiveness otherwise our
DMXN influence around the world is going to diminish. The
cPp long and short of what Mr. Clark is saying is that
SCY / Canada can't be taken §er%ou§ly, it can't deal as an
Mikkelborg egual with a strong su%t if it dQoesn't have the finan-
leblanc cial clout to pack up its pol%cies_and degence ;n.
scs/ - trade and in aid, to back up its diplomatic positions
Strouts at the U.N., at the.Wor}d Bank, and all the other
Storsater . international organlgatlons }t Part1c1pates in.
FPR/ - Although Mr. Clarg gives no indication of the govern-
Quinn : ment's true thinking behind all of this, he has
, . thrown the whole question of foreign policy open to
C%%s) C% c public discussion but, in spite of that, he says that
p the government will continue to make policy decisions
CPL SFF even though there is the public debate underway at a
Parliamentary committee,
SSEA: It is always possible, always possible,
that if there is a unanimous report by the
:3 .« o s o 2
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committee resulting from the circulation of this
Green Paper that suggests changes in decisions that
we might take between now and the submission of the
report, it would be very difficult for a government
to ignore that kind of unanimity.

SB: The Opposition critics doubt very much that
—_ the public debate is meaningful - they
describe it as a charade. They doubt that recommen-
dations coming from a Parliamentary committee a year
from now will influence the government to change its
policies. On the important question of Canadian-
American relations, there's no indication of what the
government will do. Although it seems to be leaning
towards freeing the trade between our two countries,
three options to bring this about are listed in the
paper. As for other foreign policy issues such as
international aid and our relations with trouble
spots such as the Middle East and Central America,
there is no indication that there will be any serious
changes in policy in any area. Neither does it look
as if there'll be any changes in defence policy. But
there will be more on that in the fall when the
Minister of Defence publishes a White Paper outlining
the government's intentions here. Stephen
Boisonneault, CBC News, Ottawa.
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FOREIGN POLICY GREEN PAPER
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CBC: . Joe Clark wants to hear from Canadians about our
foreign policy. The External Affairs Minister released
his discussion paper on the subject today. He calls ;t‘competitiveness

and security. The document raises guestions about our trading

’

relationship with the United States. It also asgstanadians to

r ., .
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consider how much they're willing to spend onidefen;e. The special
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joint committee of senators and members of parliament will hold

‘\ - ;-;

public hearings on these and other questions: It will then make

policy recommendations to the government.a year from now. To start

hY

the national dialogue we've rgachéd.Bernie Woods, Director of the

N

~ 1Y

North-South Institute in Ottawgﬁana Stephen Clarkson, a political

econonist at the University of. Toronto.
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ELIZABETH GRAY:_'Gentlemen, what have we got here? Do you detect

.. in the green paper some signals about any sort

. < - e . . .
of radical departure in foreign policy? Bernie Wood, you've at

least,had a chdnce to skim through it.
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,fBﬁRNIEiﬁOOD: Well, the sense I have when I look at it is that
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all the building blocks are there but they're kind of scattered
aroudn on the playrocom floor. Compared to the Trudeau foreign
pclicy review, in a sense I think they've done a little bit better
for the starting point although the proof is really going té be

in the pudding.

GRAY: Stephen Clarkscon it's...so far I know you've just

had a second hand briefing on this, what's your
sense?
~IZIol. LARKSEON: Well I think the point about the green paper

is that the foreign policy change...when you

ask, is there a radical change? The radical foreign policy change
took place on September the 4th with the election of the government
who's leader is our most American Prime Minister ever, a real
(inaudible) who's run a branch plant and approaches foreign policy

as if he was still doing the same kind of thing.
WOQD: I don't buy it...

CLARKSOIN: Finding Canadian interests...pretty well the way
the Americans see them in investment policy and
energy policy and even on acid rain. So that has made a lot of

the basic policies thrust decisions alre€ady in which this more

general paper is much less important and perhaps will be very unimportant

GRAY: You don't agree Bernie Wood, you started to say.

1
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WOOD: I guess if Stephen is writing off the green paper

and all (inaudible) to follow, then...and sort of
judging the direction of the Mulroney foreign policy from that
background the Prime Minister and a couple of early steps, then
I regret that he's not going to make his input in the process because
"I see a lot of other strands here and unguestionably the Prime
Minister has made a top priority restoring the atmosphere of some
amicability with the US. Whether or not he's gone too far in substantive
terms is a matter of debate but, you know, I just don't think our
foreign policy can be turned around to that point - to the point
chac Ste.en’s implying that radically. I mean this is a big lusty
democratic country and there are a lot of strains and interests
that are going to be felt, a lot of Canadian values that are going

to be.

CLARKSON: Sensible but I think the éovernment has turned

it 'round. It certainly reversed its priorities.
It doesn't define our international relation strategy in general
and then say well, what should be our policy with the United States.

It's done the exact opposite.

GRAY: Well hang on a second. I want to just look at
some of the buildilng blocks you talked about Bernie
Wood. What is this indication that perhaps what we need is a

comprehensive treaty with the US - what's that mean.

WOOD: Well, in fact that's not coming through quite
as strongly here. They're talking about the multilateral
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CLARKSON: I think that this report sounds as though it's sounding
the themes of Pearsonian internationalism and so

it represents an attempt to maintain a continuity by Department

of External Affairs with its earlier policies. But then symbolically

one can talk about Stephen Lewis etc. but the substance of what

‘the Canadian government has done is radically changed its stance

internationally and really this isn't...having a document that

says we haven't turned.our back on the world, though we have the

politicians in power who's world is defined by the United States

and that's in particular of the Prime Minister and he has played

s« very important role in this by taking over therAmerican relationship

as his special baby to nurse, establishing the very close personal

realtions with Mr. Reagan, going to New York to make his economic

house’speech, disarming FIRA, ending the NEP, saying that acid

rain isn't, you know, such a big problem, and that I think is the

basic shift and everything else is going to be just, I think verbiage

because it's a very fundamental change.
GRAY: Are there things noticeably missing from this paper?

WOO0D: Yeah I think with the emphasis that comes through
as a continuing theme and as Stephen has said, a2
kind of Pearsonian echo on strengthening the multilateral system,
the philosophy there but I think they should be by now getting
a little more specific about what specifically we can do. You
know it's no good any longer for example in UNESCO to say well,
we're going to stay and we're going to reform and improve from
within, how begins to be the question and there are things that
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Canada can be doing there, you know, putting more Canadians in

those organizations, backing them up with management improvement
scnemes, any number of relatively small maybe unglamourous things,

but to go beyond just banging the table and saying reform beeause

if we keep on doing that we'll be drawn into the kind of confrontation

zactics that others have taken.

CLARKSON: Elizabeth, one thing that doesn't seem to be there
is any analysis which would justify the position

+hat the maper is taking, namely that Canada has lost international

~<wer ov.- the last ten years and I haven't...of course Bernie's

read the paper, I just heard the summary of it, but it sounds to

me quite extraordinary that the Department of External Affairs

and its Minister would take that position...
WOOD: Just to...

CLARKSON: ...Has in fact been very effective in new ways

in the last ten years and internationally I'm thinking
of the achievement of the Laws of Sea conference to get what it
wnated céespite American resistance, for instance, about control
of our Maritime boundaries and in the Arctic, our participation
in the economic summit since 1975 and in being a fairly major aid

donor...

WOOD: . I read it a little bit differently Stephen and what
they say when you look at the laws of power, they're
putting a lot of emphasis on the competitiveness issue and raising

that concern about Canada's competitiveness and activity as a

/7




nation that depends on trade, and saying, you know, if we can't

cut the mustard in economic terms, then we're not going to be very
powerful in the world. But the other one they cite I think is

much less convincing which is military power. There they harp

back of course to the immediate post war pericd and say in relation
to that what we don't have-..what we had now, I think that is not

a very creative approach to saying even in security terms in the
world what can Canada contribute. And I acree with you some of

the other things we do and have done and could do even better do
amount to a2 major security contribution in the world. not necessarily

counted <a traditional war heads and missiles and so on.

GRAY: How is this likely to fit into the whole amorphous
process that seems to be going on in Ottawa. There
are an awful lot of other reviews, are there not? I mean there's
Erik Nielsen in general, there are other External Affairs reviews,
Trade Minister Xelleher has two going on, there's something to
happen about aid and something about Canada in South Africa. I
mean, you know, none of that stuff is being addressed directly

here.

CLARKSON: I think Elizabeth the way to understand this government

is to realize that it came into power without a
strategy about what to do when it got power. It had a terrific
election strategy but once in office on September the 4th it didn't
have a clear definition of what its goals were. So I guess what
they're doing is buying time but the risk is that, as you say,

with all these other reviews taking place and apparently the military
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paper will come out of the white paper, in other words as firm
~clicy not as a green paper for discussion, there's likely to be

<uite a lot of overlap and even conflict between them.

WOOD: Yeah I tend to agree on that point Stephen, that

I think there is some artificiality of the situation,
that the defence decisions, many more of them have been taken.
The expcrt options paper has got its own track and in fact this
paper acknowledges decisions taken on that and on export financing
ezrlier. Those are worries and trends because in a sense ycu cculd

le.. .i.za only the rhetoric at the end but some very substantive

[t

-~

decisions all taken. And I'd like to see, you know, the defence
issues meshed into this wider issue cf security as it's conceived

in this paper.

GRAY: Well is the fact that South Africa is not addressed
here that there isn't much on Central America, just

to take these two, dces that...can you take from that that Joe

Clark himself is not that happy with this green paper, he's trying

to effect policy in other reviews, in other places?

WCOD: He says in this one on South Africa, for example,
they come down saying well, you know, do we gain

more or less by isolating South Africa, that kind of question which

in the US context now would be seen as the merits or problems of

constructed engagement. I think that they should be in a hurry

to go further than that and do better than that and the fact that

he has talked to...in recent weeks about something else (inaudible)
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may be a recognition that they realize there just isn't enough

hecause that's an issue that is...

GRAY: Well then why isn't it in the green paper?
wWOOD: I guess you-.better ask him about that.
CRAY: ...Just wondering if either of you have a sense

of how much of this is really his?

CLAR sl I don't know what went on in the policy paper
drafting process, it obviously went through a number
of drafts and it went through a number of postponements since we

were expecting it in February.

WOQOD: And I gather from what we've heard that that certainly
. was because of a lot of conflict and rolling back

and forth, so it could be that this was emasculated at various
stages. But you know we've seen much worse in that regard in the
past and much of what was in the Trudeau foreign policy reviews

was far worse in a sense because they had all that compromise built
in but they came out as finished products. At least some Of this

can be excused when you say, well this is gquestioned and there's

supposed to be a process to follow and if Canadians really care

very strongly about some of these issues, they can be heard.
CRAY: Stephen Clarkson you're obviously not as optimistic.
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CLARKSON: Well I feel, no, that I would be more optimistic

because I have a great regard for Mr. Clark as a
w3_lzizizn +izh integrity and real intelligence and some experience,
I would be a lot more encouraged if he was still commanding_; department
that had a primary role in the political process but that is no
longer the case. And I would be more encouraged if the Prime Minister
nadn't on several occasions made it clear that he didn't think
much cf 4r. Clark's opinion and the positions he's taken. So we're
talking about a discussion paper put out by a minister who's unfortunat:ly
been usurmed in the political process. So I think it will hopefully
yeneracr tire public discussion with the House of Commons committee
that's going to deal with it but I wouldn't expect actually to

lead to substantial policy changes.

GRAY: Gentlemen, thank you both very much.

wOOD: Okay, thank you.

CLARKSON: Ckay Elizabeth.

SRAY: Bye-gye.

C3C: Bernie Wood is Director of the North-South Institute;

Stephen Clarkson is a political economist.
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<
CBC : The discussion paper on Canada's foreign policy

tabled in the House of Commons yesterday: by

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark is provgking

a ‘mixed

*

reaction frcom interested observers. John Segler is a

A

s .

. ('-' ;- . .
professor of international studies ‘at Carleton University. He

says that Clark's paper tends to take agyié§3

. . ".
in the world that is much too narrow.-

©

i

'

e

qﬁ\Canada's role

o=

SELGCER : The title of the Canadian government's new green

B -

~

paper on foreign policy, Competitiveness and

Security, tells much about its content.

We are far from the

vision of the Pearson internalist years when Canadian diplomats

SN -

played an active role in a host of international institutions

devoted to the deyeibpment of a viable international community.

The- focus in this paper is on Canadian national interests.

And they are only defined as maintaining Canada's economic

s

cohpetitiveness in world markets and in enhancing our security

- RN
SR PO . . ‘o . - . .
by strengthening our military commitments. The international

P i

" environment is depicted_ as unfriendly and increasingly threatening.

N - 5
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“h2 causecs listed are menv. Increased rivalry among th=

world's leading industrial powers, the loss of our privi}eged
nature resource position due to third world competition, Moscew's
relentless militarv buildup in pursuit of its ideolooical

ané political oocals and the weakness of the U.N. due to

changes in membership.

Tn this view Canada is on the decline and we will
need to marsnall our limited resources to concentrate cn policies
which advance our national interest.

Amcna thewerldé's recions, priority is given o
Europe because that is where east and west meet in direct
military confronzation. But the paper sugéésts greater
emphasis be placed cn protection of Canadian sovereicntv. The
hidden agenda throuchout this document seems to be the strenothening
of Nerth 2marica to face the threats of an increasincoly hostile
world overs=aas.

In the arcuments for clcser economic inEegration
with the United Sta<es emphasis is on the need to move auickly

in order *o 0offset crowing protectionism in the United States.

[ X

This stated aim of the deccument is to promote
discussion and debate on Canadian priorities in adapting to
an increase in the turbulent international environment. The
deccument is %ull of tables and summaries and provides much
useful information on Canadian performance internationally.
Tt is touch-minded and pessimistic.

Will the paper stimulate debate and promote

discussion? Bow motivational is the idea of Canada's self-
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interest as the principle criteria for defining policv? Will

'y,
1Y

ih
I

ar c alling bshind nromote greater activity and effer:?
The dccument argues that we have lost influence because we
have declined in world economic and military power. 3But
influence to accomplish what? Manyv observers have criticized
the Reagan administration for its loss of vision in stressinc
American self-interest at the expense of leadership of a
broader international communitv. Are kev middle powers such
as Canada, which have been committed to a vision of an
international community, now to ahandon their efforts, to
Leild 2 Ccov.-tien o the reascn:zble which is evan mors
necessarv in an increasinglv fracmented werld? VWe can conly
hHope that answers tc these fundamental guesticns will not be

lost in the coming debate on the areen paper. For Commetary,

this is John Sigler in Ottawa.
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CBC: The Federal Government is under attack for its
Green Paper on foreign policy. The Opposition is boy-
cotting a special Commons-Senate Committee set up to study
the Green Paper. The Government says the Opposition is
abdicating its responsibility in the parliamentary process.
More from Ken McCreath.

KM: The Green Paper is being called the Dick & Jane
Primer. It uses simple language to talk about the complex
problems of foreign affairs. By sending it off to a Com-
mittee the Government delayed possible recommendations for
a year. But before the year is up, the Government is
expected to make decisions about trade, particularly freer
trade with the Americans and about President Reagan's
controversial Star Wars Defence Systém: Liberal External
Affairs critic Jean Chrétien called the process a farce.
Deputy Prime Minister Erik Nielsen prefers to call it a -
unique process. '

EN: What the Honourable Member has said, is that
they are adopting, as the official opposition, the
(inaudible) abdication of responsibility, which is to be
expected from the NDP, mainly the abdication of wvarious
responsibilities to participate in the parliamentary
process. '

CBC: Mr. Nielsen handled all the opposition questions
because the Prime Minister and External Affairs Minister
Clark weren't in the House today. At one point,NDP critic
Pauline Jewett accused Mr. Nielsen of being as insulting
as he could possibly be. '

EN: I personally didn't mean to be insulting (in-
audible). I thought that in my normally abrasive fashion,
I was being kind in responding to her questions. She
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really should see me when I'm insulting.

CBC: Liberal leader John Turner says decisions on trade and
Star Wars will come long before the Special Committee reports.

JT: Therefore, on the two most immediate issues, one on
defence and one on trade, our relationship with the United States,
this Committee obviously is irrelevant and we don't intend. to
participate in irrelevant hearings across the country and commit
in effect a fraud on the Canadian people that the two most
important subjects on the agenda are not even open for discussion
on this Committee.

KM: Mr. Turner called the committee review process useless.

The NDP's Ian Deans uses different @bjectives. He says it's a lame
duck committee. Ken McCreath, CBC News, Ottawa.

Palia :
(227)7
R. Dodd
Media Relations Officer
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CBC: A threatened boycott by the two federal
MINA/ Opposition parties may be crumbling. Both
White the Liberals and the New Democrats were refusing to
Brady take part in a special committee review of Canada's
Kergin foreign policy. They didn't like the fact that some
Chambers controversial foreign policy decisions would have
McNee already been made by the government before the
Mason committee could make its report. But after a round
MINT/ of negotiations across the Commons floor today, it
Fountain looks as though the Opposition is wavering. Ken
Knzale McCreigh has this report.
Burbridge
Beisjoli KM: The government released its Green Paper on
MINE foreign policy earlier this week. 1It's
uss been condemned by the Opposition. The paper suggests
DMF a special Parliamentary committee hold hearings on
DMT foreign policy and report back in a year. The
DX Opposition was upset because the committee wouldn't
DMXN make recommendations until after the government made
CeD decisions on things like the American Star Wars
SCI/ proposal or on free trade. The Opposition was after
Mikkelborg External Affairs Minister, Joe Clark, again today.
Leblanc Then, NDP House Leader, Ian Deans, came up with an
ses/ offer.
Strouts :
Storsater ID: Will the Secretary of State, take out of his
Bouchard report, the question of Star Wars, refer it
FyR/ (5) now to an all-party committee with a reporting date
Quinn on the date on which Parliament returns in September.

If he will do that, we will participate.
D(6) F C
URT URR KM: It was an offer Mr. Clark couldn't refuse.
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SSEA: Certainly I would have no objection at all

to the committee giving priority to guestions
on ‘which the government has to make decisions guickly
so that we will have the benefit of the advice of the
people of Canada and the Parliament of Canada before
we have to take those decisions. I would have no
objection to that.

KM: Mr. Clark needs the Opposition. He can't

set up a special Commons committee without
all-party approval. Last month the Americans gave
NATO allies six weeks to make up their minds about
taking part in Star Wars. Mr. Clark rejects that
deadline.

SSEA: I'm saying that we have to make a decision
sometime in the next three to four months

on one aspect of the guestion: the invitation from the

Americans. It would be very helpful to us to receive

the views of Canadians as one element on which we

base our judgement.

KM: | Mr. Clark doesn't promise he'll wait for

an interim committee report before answering
the Americans. That's what NDP Leader Ed Broadbent
wants him to do.

EB: And if Mr. Clark has said that outside the

House, is prepared to state it again tomor-
row in the House of Commons to make it very clear that
that's government policy, we would certainly see that
as genuine progress and we would participate.

KM: The Opposition apparently feels the boycott
was a little strong; after all, the Liberals

and the New Democrats have points they want to make

about foreign policy and they can't unless the committee

they threaten to ignore, is set up Ken McCreath,

CBC News, Ottawa.

jane Dodd
Media Relations Officer
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FEDERAL GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY

Q.
CBC: Canada is open for business and now Canadian foreign
policy is up for discussion. External Affairs liznis. o=
AN

Joe Clark issued invitations to a public debate in the.form.of
his discussion paper on foreign policy but if reactioh in the House

of Commons and in the press is any measure, Clark's Green Paper
- N '
Py . re

is getting poor reviews. We reached ExternalfAffairs Minister

Joe Clark in Ottawa. P

[P
e

ELIZABETH GRAY: Mr. Clark, people don't seem to be terribly excited
about your Green-?aper, are you disappointed?

Do you want people to be excited about foreign policy?

JOE CLARK: Well, I'm ndé:sure who you're speaking of as being
not exéitea. There've been some critical reviews

and that's ln ;he nature of things. What I want people to be,

with regarétgg foreign policy, is involved. I think we found,

with };e590ﬁse of the African famine that there is a much broader
lnﬁ’}est than the traditional interest in foreign policy and what

G

f/I'm trylng to do with this process and make full use of the...if

I'

Ng ee/2
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you will, the traditional foréign policy community but also reach

beyond them.

GRAY: When you talk about the African famine and tbé responsa
to Ethiopia, it's a good example because it was
astonishing, one gathers it astonished the government anc everybody
else, that response. Those were ordinary Canadians, a lot of them
unemployed who were giving a lot of money. That's what I mean
about the Green Paper, it doesn't give much encouragement in its
language and a sense of passion to those kinds of people. There's even
an implicetion that, you know, foreign aid dollars can only go

so far. It's a bit of a downer.

CLARK: That's your interpretation. Certainly I did not
seek to put out a paper that would inflame passions.
I sought to put out a paper that would engage debate. The African
famine was extraordinary in part because it did directly engage
the passions of people in a way that they could do something about.
The challenge in foreign policy is to have that combination where

passions are aroused and there is a possibility of practical action.

GRAY: Do you suppose that perhaps expectations for this
were higher and in fact people may think that what

you're looking at is not much beyond the A, B, C's...I'll give

you an example on South Africa for instance. The Green Paper asks,

is foreign investment part of the problem or part of the solution?

On the OAS should we join...where does Canada stand on this issue?

Those are kind of gquestions that have been around a long time and
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they go no further.

CLARK: That's the point. They've been around a long time

in the interested community, they have not been
around 2 long time in the community that has not been engaged in
foraign policy discussion and has not had the sense that it could
count. I talked earlier about the Canadian foreign policy tradition
in terms of what was done during the Pearson years. That, by the
way, was done step-by-step not dramatically or in one swoop. There's
another Canadian tradition. That's the Canadian tradition of very
active, direct citizen involvement. Our missionaries, our traitors,
our business people, a large, large proportion of Canadians have
been active, well beiore there was a Department of External AfZfairs,
in countries around the world, particularly in developing countries.
I think that somehow in the last few years that sense of the interest
of the ordinary people, the people who contribute to collections

in churches, that interest has tended to get lost a little bit.

GRAY: The people who, you know, who belong to church groups
and who go to meetings and the people you were just
talking about, the grassroots community who are interested in foreign

policy issues...

CLARK: Who can become interested.
GRAY: But a lot of them at that level already are and

for example on the question of South Africa, and
it's not a question of changing that government, you know, that
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country's government will change or not by itself, but I would
<hirx a lct of them are asking why it takes so long to formulate

guicdelinas for investors in that country.

CLAaRX: Yes but I think that it's also precisely in ﬁhe
comnunity...in the cnurch community, say, that is
interez=z23d in South &frica, it is worth...very much worth making
the point that the paper makes, that there's an open guestion as
to whether.investment is part of the problem or part of the solution
h2cause <+~t is a very real guestion. There is a quick, almost
unthinking answer, which is to say that if investment comes from
this country we can contrel it, we can employ embargoes and those
sorts of things. The world knows that things don't work that way
arnd what I want to do is use the occasion of the public hearings
to have serious consideration of, for example, with South Africa,

what op:tions we have other than the traditional prescriptions regardinjy

what Cznadian companies should do there.

GRAY: But what, you know, why should Bata Shoe pay workers
in Quasulu(?) less than the acknowledged South African

poverty line and be subsidized by the South African government

to cdo it?

CLARR: That's not the guestion Elizabeth.

GRAY: It's one of a lot of them.

CLARK: Ah yeah but the‘major guestion, the elemental guestion
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there is what k;nd of policy should we be pursuing which we ask

Bata Shoe to adhere, that is going to in fact make progress acainst
apartheid? &And we're not out to get Bata Shoe, we're out to cet
apartheid, that's the issue and what I want to try to have...what
one of the results I hope that will come from this process oif public
detzte across the country is +that these guestions in all c¢f their
amplitucde, in all of their complexity, will be discussed more kroadl

than they have been.

GPAY: There's an invitation here for public debate and

the Green Paper takes two thames as key, one is
tade anéd the other is security, and then it turns out that they're
already being shaped elsewhere by other ministers. Now it's hard
for people to take this invitation seriously if indeed that's what's
happening and it's, as you well know, disturbed a lot of the members

of the opposition.

CLARK: Well, again our evidence is that people are taking
the invitation seriously, peopie are asking for

copies of the report in large numbers and indicating their interest

aén taking part. The two opposition parties, at least up until...

their positions seemed to soften this afternoon, we're going to

“ boycott the hearings.
GRAY: . Has that changed now or is it clear?
CLARK: ...S50, I mean I did my best in Question Period

today, I asked them why they were acting in a way
../6
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tha£ denies the Canadian public the right to take part in foreign
policy decisicns. What's at issue here is whether or not there

will be an influence on qﬁestions regarding the Strategic Defence
Initiative and others and my position has always been very clear -

I want to hear from Canadians on the Strategic Defence Initiétive
before w2 have to make the £irst of the series of decisions we

have <0 make vhich has to do with accepting the US invitation to
research. I cdon't propose to delay that decision until the committee

report is in a year from now.

GRAY: Can we just look very briefly at the whole process
which is more complex than just this Green Paper?
How is this paper going to mesh with all the other policy reviews
and as far as I can tell there are about five but I may have the
number wrong, headed by different ministers, different cabinet

comittees?

CLARK: Your quéstion has to do with the interconnectién‘

of events and I suppose also with...the guestion
is to whether we are asking this committee to look into matters
which are already closed, put them...we take them in order. With
regard to what's already decided, what we've decided on the defence
and strategic side is that we think it is prudent that the Americans
should carry out research into a field where we believe the Soviets
are carrying out research, that's all that's been decided so far.
We have received an invitation from the Americans to take part
in that research, we're considering that, that'll happen in the
next three to four months. Then, five or six years from now, assuming
that the hypothetical proposaliof SDI turns out to make sense,
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there may or may not be major strategic guestions for Canada to
decide. Those decisions will be taken well after the report of
this..,of the joint committee that I'm trying to get established.
So there is in fact a wide range of opportunities for Canadians
to be involved in the large number of gquestions that are open on

+=2 Strategic Defence Initiative. Same thing on trade.

GRAY: Just on that Mr. Clark, it may even be a curiousity
on the trade, one of the options that the Green

Paper proposes is some sort of comprehensive trade agreement with

the US. Hhard con the heels of your Green Paper we have the western

premiers coming out in marvelous and unusual agreement on a2 common

market trade arrangement, is this a coincidence? Did Peter Loucheed

have an inside track or what? Is it the same kind of thing?

CLARK: As far as I know it's a coincidence and if there
is agreement between a group of premiers and a federal
policy, long may it endure. But, no, so far as I know, that is
simply a coincidence. The position of some of those premiers is
not surprising, is nct new. The fact that there's a consensus
is important. And I guess the point I want to make is that it
comes back to the fact the world won't wait for us. There are
on the trade questions some clocks ticking. We can't...and to
put at its coldest, if we simply said, no we're not going to make
any trade decision for two years, none at all, if we said that,
the...what that would cost us is quite literally thousands of Canadian
jobs because there would be US protectionist action brought in
that would affect our access to those markets. So that's the pressure

that we're operating under.
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GRAY: Mr. Clark, thank you very much.

CLARK: : Thanks very much.

CraV: Good-byve.

CLLRK: Bre.,

CBC: External Affairs Minister Joe Clark spoke to us

from Ottawa.

dxkk k%
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DISCUSSIO:I OF GREEN PAPER

C3C : To Ottawa now and cur recular Fricav report.
Jeff Sallotte and Mike Duffy are in ouq_studid
there. We lead into the green paper, by Joe Clark - it hasn't

received a very warm response, has it Jef:I?
SALLOTTE : ‘Well that wasn't one of the{excifiﬁg thincs
because it failed to mention ¥ind of the two
major foreign policy items on the Mulronéy.gévernment's agenda.
That is trade with the United S;ateé;.pr closer trade links, and
the whole cuestion of Canadian parficipation or not to participate
in the research on star wars in%tiative. So, Joe Clark once acain
is an External Affairs Minister who is finding his position being
undercut because - well first off, the trade issue is being dealt
with right within the Prime Minister's Office. He considers it
a very high priority, Mulrorney does, and so his pecople are dealing
with it iﬂéteSd of the people at External Affairs. The star wars.
things, of course, is being handled by Erik Neilsen cver at the

Department of National Defence. So Joe Clark has this green paper

that deals with trade with all kinds of other places but not our

';_..:.:. ‘ 9 .. / 2
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largest trading partner.

c2C There is nothing concrete about star wars in the
paper. But just this morning there are stories
+hat Mr. Clark is now saving that he wants Canadians to contribute

“c the discussicn cver the project.

SATLIOTTE Yeah. I wonder if this is Jce's wav of trvina
to aet back in on the action on this. The two
onposition parties have said they were going to koycott the special

cmmittse on Soreicn nolicv review because it didn't c=221 with

o

star wars. Kow vesterdav Clark was savinag that we do want to hear
from Canadians, the average Canacdian on this and that the apprepriste
Zorum would be this committee. But we can't have the committee if
the cppositicn varties don't varticipate. I think that is probahly

2 bit of a red herring, I mean, with their massive majorityv and all
kinds ¢f other -ehicles open to the government they can cet a cccdé

pulse, cood public pulse on this any way.

CEC : Mike, do vou think the opposition parties will now

take part in the hearinas?

(]
f'f
0|J
]
<

Oh, I think that the door is open to a compromise.
And I think there is a hit of a red herrina here.
The fact is is that we have a foreign policy review because the
jerernment needed things to put into the Throne Speech last fall

so a review cf lational Defence and foreian policy were thrown into

the mix. But by the time any item in this town comes through the

../3
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bureaucratic grinder it comes out as heinag a kind of pabulum.
That is whazt we have seen here. The fact is is that it is in

the croositicn's interest to take part and it is in the interes:
cf all of those groups that are opposed to closer trade relations
or closer defence relations with the United States to apnear
befcre these committees. And in fact it seems to me from

su

n
)]

cdiscussicns with people close to the Prime !Minigter the i

fcr SCeoce Clark 2nd I think in a way he has been set up cn thi

ut

is the fact that where other contentious issues have comz up

which cculd embzrrass the cgovernment, Zfor example the task Zcrce

zn pui.ic prcadeasting will hdld pPrivate hearings. It is nct

beinc cone bv a parliamentary committee, it 1is not beinc done

in a way that those who are great supporters ct Dublic broadcasting
will have an cpportunitv to make their views known in public - it

will be dcne in private.

ceC : Although the co-chairman, Jerry Caplan, has said
that he will hear briefs from anv Canadian who

;ants to submit one.

: Absolutely - of course thev will hear from anvone
who wants to, but what I am savinog is it will ke

écne ia nrivate and so that there will not be the massive news

coverace that wvou will get at a Commons-Senate committee on

foreign relations in which everv interest coroup that is opposed to

what the ccvernment plans to do will have an opportunitv to asprear

in public. So Joe has got a political...the Prime Minister's CIfics

is szving, holv cats, whv édo we now have to ¢o ahead with this.

.. /4



They have put themselves in the corner and thev are now sort of
blamino Clark .for it, which was - to v nind it was zll cenerzted
by +he Throne Speech. Sc they are saving... (inaudible)...hearincs
will he dcne in private, with Joe - one, he can't cget fi:s£
agresment on the committee znd two, when he deces it is coing to

cive mestly the ¢

Y

penents of the government's proposals an

copertunisv for a

'3

ublic fecrum.

[

c3C : Qirav, a decision cn star wars could take three
cr fcur menths., It 3just leaves me wondering

cagtavoz naprnoned to that 60 dazv deadline.

DCECTY e W21l that was unrealistic. Reacan's pecople

sacked off ricght awav.

SALLOTTE : ...it was, all of the western European countries
said lock, we can't decide somethino like this.

2nd 2s a matter of fact I think now that we are hearina from

coun=ries like France which have said thev aren't interested at

211 2nd the EZritish Foreign Minister raising serious quasticns ahout

iz - I would not preclude the possibilitv that in the final

analsis Cenzda would back ocut con this thina.

DUTTY & VYcou have to remembef in this town it takes months
to decide the smallest kinds of issues. And so

the cprositicn is having a bit of a political field dav coing

after Clark cn this. The fact is these decisions take a leona time

wnile the public hearings are under wav - there is absclutelv no

o
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~eason and with this covernment especially paying so much attention
to the polls, there is everv reason to believe that in fact they
will —av a lot of attention to what the public savs to this
committee. So that those who want to stop this sort of thing

in fact, and the opposition parties, have their verv best shot

at deing it in the committee rather than not participating at all.

CEC : Jeff, vou touched on this just a Lit earlier
the fact that Mr. Clark and External has lcst
some cround tc *he Depariments of Trade and D=fznce. Is the

Ler tn:3 wea2X do vou thirnx coing to do arnvthing to put taen

h

o]

-

i
(

bzck in the mainstream of policv debate?

SALLCTTE @ No, I mean it has generated a lot of attention.
There is no doubt that Joe Clark would like to
keep the attention focused on his own portfolio and his areas.
But beczus=, vou know, the opposition parties aren't dumb. Thev
czn read this thing as well as anvbody else. Thev know that the
+ is not there, that it is elsewherza. So I don't think

rezl me

1

w

we are coing o se2e this as the vehicle for Joe Clark re-emorving.

ik kk
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SSEA BOOK
CBC: The dispute over the U.S. military project
MINA/ commonly known as Star Wars is still blocking
White the federal government's attempt to set up an all-
Brady party committee to study foreign affairs. The Minister
Kergin for External Affairs says three months is plenty of
Chambers time for Canadians to reach a consensus on whether to
McHee take part in the research program into the use of
Mason weapons in space, but the Opposition isn't convinced
MIWNT/ and it won't lift its threat to boycott the committee.
Fountain Ken McCreath reports.
Kneale
Burbridge KM: Today was a lot like other days have been
Boisjoli since the government released its Green
MINE Paper on foreign affairs. NDP Leader Ed Broadbent went
uss after External Affairs Minister Joe Clark.
DEF
DMT EB: Why doesn't the government request the
DMX proposed committee to make an interim
DEXN report on the Star Wars-proposals of its mandate
CrD before the government itself makes a decision on Star
SCI/ Wars?
Mikkelborg
Leblanc RM: The Green Paper proposed a special Commons-
sCs/ — Senate committee to study foreign affairs.
Strouts It won't report until a year from now, long after the
Storsater government makes up its mind about the American Star
Bouchard Wars research program and on free trade. Both
FPR/ Opposition parties have threatened to boyvcott the
Quinn (15 committee.
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SSEA: My question to the leader of the New Demo-
cratic Party is will the NDP stop boycotting
the joint committee, will they stop opposing the right
of Canadians to be heard on the Strategic Defence
Initiative. .

KM: The Opposition will go along with the special
committee study if the government orders an

interim report on Star Wars by September. Mr. Clark

isn't about to dictate to the committee if it's set

up.

SSEA: If the committee is formed and if the

hearings are held, and if there are three
months of public participation which I am proposing,
a consensus will emerge before we have to make the
decision. That's very clear. :

KM: Something else is very clear. Mr. Broadbent
won't 1lift the threatened boycott.

EB: We won't participate unless there is a

commitment from the government that it will
accept a report, an interim report, on Star Wars
before it makes its decision. Otherwise it's a whole
sham.

KM: Mr. Clark hoped the whole dispute will die
down after the long weekend. -Considering

the mood of the Opposition, that appears to be a

faint hope indeed. Ken McCreath, CBC News, Ottawa.

\f;?i;;’k;OQQ 2:%%/>K

Ré/jane Dodd
Média Relations Officer
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GREENPAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY

C3C: First the Green Paper on Foreign Policy.

CLARK:. I have tabled today in the House of Commons a
<

Green Paper entitled, "Competitiveness and Security".
‘/
)
\v

CBC: And so came forth Joe Clarks’ Gréén.?ape; on

. hd

I ’,7’ -
Foreign Policy. Readers of i§5r£d:ty-three paces
. oo

will learn - gquote - "conflict dominates;thé<poI1tics of the Middle

o . N ‘L. .
East". And, quote - "Africa is a vast and diverse continent".

L]
~

And cf Canadz, the paper states - qubte,— "We are an Atlantic Natiocn
we are a Pacific Nation, we are én‘Arctic Nation”. As you can

tell, the Green Paper is mdstly.aAbollection of resounding platitudes.
But the point of it is, in fairness, not to inform, but to ask

H guestions. Questioés;fér:the Canadian public to answer about

what kind ol fqreign Sblicy they want their country to have. Howaver,
while the debaté*goeé on, the government will be making significant
foreign pciicy\decisions, as usual, including whether to get involved

in Star Wars.

‘\h_/ .
e
AU T
L} b
./'CLARK;- If there were no public process of discussiorn, thers
’\, e
-,
“x would be a decision by the government in any event




with regard to the invitation for the Americans to participate
in the strategic defence initiative study, so what is new is not
the decision, but the fact that Canadians will be allowed to, zllowed

encourage, civen a vehicle, to take an active and decisive role

in discussion of Canadian foreign policy.

The Opposition says why have this report asking
guestions and a Parliamentary Committee trying to

find out the answers, if government decisions about them will be

made first. The NDP's Pauline Jewett, to Deputy Prime Minister,

ik Nie zen.

JEWETT: Why bother having a special committee, spending

a year discussing the matters upon which the government
has already made a decision. Why bother?

expense on the back of the taxpayer when the government has decided
When

Why put that enormous i

on it's defence policy or will by fall with its White Paper.

it's decided on its trade policy, or will by £fall, according to

When it's decided, or about to decide

the Quebec City summit.

on Star Wars, will the Minister tell me, why bother?

Those decisions have not, in fact, been taken, and

t
2

NIZLS

again, I would encourage the Honourable Member to
approach her task as a Member of Parliament with specific responsibilities
in the area of foreign policy in a positive way and participate

in the parliamentary process by participating in the work of that

special committee.

CRC: And John Turner was aZfter Joe Clark on a similar



line, about the free trade guestion.

TURNER: What is the point of asking this country whether

we want free trade with the United States, as one
of the options, when the Prime Minister and the President of the
United States, have already signed a joint declaration at Quebec
City, moving us towards freer trade. I mean, does the document
really mean anything? Which is the.valid document? The communigus
of the Prime Minister and the President, or this document, or both

cr neither?

CLARK: Mr. Speaker, the Right Honourable Leader of the
Opposition, might not want to hear Irom the pecple
of Canada. We do want Canadians to take part in this process.

CBC Initially the Liberals and the NDP said they wouldn't

even participate on the parliamentary committee
unless Star Wars was the first subject up and that the government
waited fcr their report before making a decision on whether to
cet involved. Joe Clark hasn't exactly promised that, but he

has left the door open.

CLARK: Certainly I would have no objection at all to the
committee giving priority to guestions on which

the government has to make cdecisions guickly so that we will have

the benefit of the advice of the people of Canacda and the Parliament

of Canada, before we have to take those decisions. I would have

no objecéion to that.



CzC: : So, that's where things stood when Mr. Clark and
I talked in his office in the historic East Block

on Parliament Hill.

CBC: Well, Mr. Clark, the Green Paper has certainly
had, you know, terrible reviews at least, around

ners. Eave we missed something?

CLARK: I suppose it depends who you talk to Michael, whether
it's had terrible reviews. I was surprised at the

attitude of the two Opposition parties and I trust that they will

move back from that and not let themselves be caught in a position

where they're denying the public right to discuss foreign policy.

I wanted to put out a vehicle for the public discussion of international.

policy and I also wanted to make the case, which I think we have,

thz+ vou can no longer treat international political guestions |

separately from international economic gquestions.

CzC: But I know there are things that you hold very dearly,
I mean guestions of human rights and refugee policy

and so on, and thev weren't in the report, I mean Jean Chretien

says it has no guts and where the things that you. feel strongly

abcut, when you read that?

CLARK: One thing, I can't let this pass, what would you
expect Jean Chretien to say. I mean, there was

going to be a political response by the two parties and I am much

less surprised by colourful language than I am by their threat

for a while to kill the process. I come back to the fact that /5




we wanted to make a point drawing attention to the economic realities
that underly Canadian, that have to underly any successful foreign
policy. Where are the questions that are of particular interest
to me, er, there's certainly occasion for them to be discussed,
there's occasion for refugee policy to be discussed. For relations
with the Commonwealth to be discussed. All of those things. There
is also the reality, as we've been saying in the House of Commons,
that while the review is going on, so is policy going on. So

is decision making going on, that has to happen. And I suppose
issues that I fe=sl strongly about have come up already. The broad
pooular response to the African famine has come up already and

we've been able to manage it in a way that I think showed some
afZfectiveness. The, I didn't choose to rave the Americans impose

an embargo on Nicaragua, but it demonstrates what I trust will

be an even-ended approach to guestions where our interest and American

interests diverge, critical questions where they diverge.

C3C: As you say, the decision making does go on and I
presume the decision making will go on on Canadian

involvement in Star Wars research before this task force process

winds up. So, why don't you go along with the Opposition's sucgestion

to turn this subject over to the special committee f£irst, let them

report back, perhaps before the government makes it's decisions.

Is that a suggestion that you could live with?

CLARK: I think that I've proposed a process that does not
have the government interfering in the work oif the
committee and yet allows us to have the benefit of advice on research

in SDI, before we have to make a decisicn. And that élso doesn't



bind the government to artificial time frames.

CBC: You've travelled recently at some lehgth in the
Soviet Union and, as a result of that experience,
has your view changed, developed, at all, on Canadian participation

in the SDI research?

CLAFRX: We, my delegation, raised guestions in the Soviet
about Soviet research, which we have reason to believe
‘s goin on and we put the guestions in ways that raised specific
xinds of research. They did not deny them. That leads me to
pelieve that they are going on, so if anything, that adds to my
view of the prudence of the Americans being prepared to be effective
in fields where the Soviets are preparing thémselves to be effective.
We should take a cold hard look at this and make an educated, an

educated decision on our timetable.

CBC: It'll be our timetable, as you say in deciding an
approach to Nicaracua and the American embargo.

I thought at the beginning that you were taking exception to the

American embargo, and then I thought by the end of the week maybe

your position had softened a bit on that.

CLARK: I take exception to the American embargo. I think
it is a mistake. I called officials back at the
beginning of this week and had some detailed discussions with them
about what the range of options were. Bearing in mind that our
purpose is not to anger the Americans, I don't like what they've

done, but if we've learned cne iaesson it is that the way to at




least cause them to reconsider what they're doing if we disapprove
of it, is not to go out of our way to anger them, and if our actions
that we take for other reasons on their merit, have the effect

of angering them, we live with that, but there's no point of going
out of our way and sticking a finger in their eye. So we have

to look at what there is to do in Nicaragua.

CBC: How are you finding the portfolio itself? of
course last time you were in government you were

Prime Minister and had the final say on everything. In External

(t

«d Yvou Z.ad it a2 bit theoretical and how much. do you Zeel vou hzave

f

to look over your shoulder to the Prime Minister's office?

CLATX I éon't f£ind it theoretical at all. There are

.o

some concepts that I have had to become acguainted
with in the last six or seven months and that happens to anybody
whatever portfolio you move into. That isn't a choice, that isn't
a factor of portiolio, that's a factor of being in ofiice and not
in cppesition. I don't have to look over my shoulder to the Prime

Minister I have to bear in mind always that he is the Prime Minister

and that now, as in 1879, it's the Prime Minister who has the right
and the duty to ultimately decide. I believe that I have a lot

of Zlexibility in the portfolio. When initiatives have heen prcpesed
on which I had a dissenting view, my dissent has been fully taken
account cf and I'm, I tried to have a situation in 79, where ny
Minister, Flora MacDonald, had a loct of lattitude. I have as

much lattitude as Flora had.



CxCs Joe Clark, Minister of External Affairs, thank vou

for being on The House.

CLARK: Thank you.

*kkkk
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GREZN PAPER

C=C: In forty-three pages and fifty-six questions,

the Canadian government this week unveileé a
fore;gn policy discussion paper. The Opposition im@ediately
dercunced it as simplistic. Calling it a “Diq}’and aané" primér.
The paper coniirmed the already established thrdst of Conservative
government thinking toward closer trade'adaidefgnce ties with Washingtern.
A foreicn policy shaped by ecconomic self ‘interest. In our Ottawa
studio we are joined by two retired Canadian diplomats. George
Grancdv is a IZormexr ambassador whq ser&ed in seven postings, incliuding
Horway, Soutnh Zfrica and Sri Lanka. John Halstead is a former
ambassador with six overseas postings to his credit, including
Bonne, Brussels, Tokvo and London.

Gentlemen, this discussion paper asks many more

questions than it answers. What kind of shift in Canadian foreign

pclicy do you think it indicates. Mr. Grandy.
< -
Pt -;1~ ’
f"RK .
~ GRANDY: I think there's a bias there in favour o¢f ths=
L __l .
N ¢ e . - . . .
« status gquo, if you wish, with a lictle mcre guo
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if that means Washington.

Mr. Halst

Anc,

I think there

that the emprasis on trade is

ead.

is a difference on emphasis certainly

defence. I see here more importarnce

relationship between defence and

influence in the world.

not really new in itself, but there

are perhaps two new impcrtant features in the way it's treated

LS E. e oo sours=2 with relation to the Canada/U.S. Zree ti.us
acresment, that is new, and I think there's also a new feature

in tha connectisn bezwe2n trzde and the domestic elements of
ccmpetitiveness. Productivity, R & D, investment, technological

ecucetion and so on.

+3

his I see as a more explicit tying cf these
elements together.
Iy maxing these elements explicit, Mr. Grarndy, is

.
rnacrian

zhe government making a salesman out of Ca

GRANDY: wWell, as far as I'm concerned, Canadian diplomats
cf anyv conseguence were always salesmen. I remember,
ch, ten, twelve vears aco when I was in Norway, I spent a great

deal of my time selling twin otter aircraft.

And were you successful at it?

Ye

Ve



HALSTEAD: Well I agree with that too. I think ambassadors
have always been salesmen. Traditionally they
sold thei£ government's foreign and defence policies to the governme:=
to which they were accredited. Now-a-days they are selling much
more than foreisn and defence policies. In fact, they're selling

national prccéucts across the whole spectrum of national 1life. ZEconomic,
escientifiic, tecrhnological, cultural and they're selling it to a
wider audiernce. Not cnly to the government to which they are accredited,

but to the public at large and to the media.

C2C: T..e gevernment's discussion paper seems to pusia
Canada closer yet to the U.S. orbit, economically

and militfarily. Mx. Grandy, do you think that the government is

perhaps weakening Canada's role and particularly réputation, &mOonRg

other rnations?

GRANDY: I den't think so, no. If we are to be closer to
+he United States, whatever that means, I thinx

that will be viewed by any othexr sensible government as a natural

thing Zcr a country in Canada's position to do.

HAL

n
+

TTAD: I don't have any prcblem at all with the proposition
that the U.S. is, and will remain, our most important
ally aﬁd parxtner by far and this complex relationship requires
careful management. I think what bothers me is, first the psycholcgical
effect on Canadians of living in the shadow of the-United States,
then the trend toward doing more and more of our business with
the United States, our total business with the United States and

then the lack of leverage because of the disparity of power and



T don't tink the Green Paper really comes to grips with these
croblemz. To suggest that free trade with the Unitecd States

is a2 goocd id=a, but it doesn't come up with solutions to the problexs
wnich would be created by reducing diversification of our trade

2 _hzr arnd thus cutting cown our room IOor manouevrIe.

GPANDY: But John, surely & paper of this sort, you know
what a Green Paper is, we've both written bits of

them down through the years. A Gree Paper is not supposed to

~~me v Sk oeclutiorns.

IALSTEAD: No it isn't George, but I think it should come up
with an analysis of the pros and cons of the various

options that it's putting out and I don't feel it's doing that

adecuately.

GFARDY: It's not always possible is it? They're supposed

to have a vear long review here, which incidentally,

(t
o
|-l
3
v
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Zzv oo lcng a seriod for a review of any sort.
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HALSTEAD: well, it may be, but I don't feel that the analyvsis

cf the pros and cons of the options is suifficiently
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mast say. And I think this is going to prove to be

(9]
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zntace to the paper.

CsC: well both of you gentlemen in your long and distinguished
careers as diplomats in the service of Canada, have
seen the Canadian foreign policy role described as that of an honest

broker, a helpful fixer and so on, do you feel that this Green




Paper and perhaps this government intend to divert Canada Irom

that tradition?

HALSTEAD: I think that what's more likely to harm Canacda's

role as an honest broker cr & middle man is any
perception and I don't suggest there is, but any perception first
that we may be playing someone else's game rather than our ow:x,
ané second that we may not be pulling our weight or rlaying the
gare in the groupings to which we belong. In any case, I think
the scope for being an honest broker and a middle man is restricted
ry a number of reazlities which we need to beazr in mind. First
of all we aren't neutral in the East/West ecuation and, therelore,
we can't play a third force role in my view, I don't thinx we
cazn be a mediator between the United States and Eurcope either,

because that's not desired, but we could play a role as an intergretor.

CEeC: Well gentlemen, if you could reflect back over your
almost, I guess in both cases, more than thirty
vears of service to Canada through External Affairs, how would

you say that the role of Canadian diplomacy has evolved. Mr. Grandy.

GRANDY : Well, I think it's probably more realistic now.
Right after the war, as you know, I think we had
an inordinate amount of power for a country of our importance in
the worléd and that was for cobvious reasons. We had emerged from
the war as a very strong country economically, hardly touched ac
all by the war and we had some very, very able civil servants and
diplomats, notably, Mike Pearsocon. So we dié tend to get involved
in anything and everything of importance at that time in the inter-

..



national £field. Over the years we have been brought down to size

if you will, partly because other countries like Germany have assumed
their proper rcle in the post-war world and then along came the

last Liberal pariod and I don't want to be political, but it's

true, that our emphasis on NATO declined considerably in thé last
decace. Now I have the feeling that we are going to pull our

welight a little mcre in the deiensive field and NATO, in NORAD

2nd I think thzt's 211 to thes good.

ﬁALSTEAD: I think there is a tendency on the part of Canadians
-« 1couk back at the sort ol golden age of Czanadian
Ciplomacy after the war. There were some characteristics of the
Tearscn vears where the emphasis was on multilateral institutions
anéd on our rnelgful fixer roles as a middie power in close co-operation
with our war-times allies. In the Trudeau years there was a new
order of priorities with a domestic orientation and an emphasis
on eccnomic znd socizal programmes over defence and on North/Scuth
t0 some extent cvar East/West. Today the emphasis seems to be
cn relations witn the United States and on the search for creater
competitiveness z=nd more effective influence. I'm afraid that

5 priority on excellent relations with the United

M

Stztes rather than putting it on the effective management oi th

relaticnship in such a way as to serve the interests of bcth parties,
cne runs a risk of reducing one's bargaining power.
C2C: And €o you believe that we are reducing our barcaining

power with the United States in the current circumstance

EALSTERD: I do.




CBC: Mr. Grandy.

CRANDY: I éon't. I'm a free trader from way back and I
am not one of those who thinks that this will

derogate frcm our sovereignty.

EALSTZAD: well I didn't say derogate from our sovereignty,
1 sz2id reduce our bargaining power. I'm also a
“ree tradsr, but I'm in favour a free trade across, not only across

the boar? with one country, but across the board with as many countries
w3 DUS3:e_@ Lia wi2T 1 taink is where the rub is. IZ you have
free trada wizth a country with which you do four-fifths oi your
+rade, then I thirnk it stands to reascn that the degree of cdependence

on that market beccrmes greater r.ot less and that reduces your bargaining

pow=2r. I think that's only logiceal

CeC: t7ell, centlemen, thank you very much. George Grancy,
and Schn Healstead. Thark you for ta ng with

us this morning.

MALSTIAD: Tharnk you.
GRANDY: Thank you.
CBC: Former Canadian diplomats, George Grandy and Jonn

Halstead were in our Ottawa studios.

* %k %ok
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pordent,

he's in Ecmonton

this weekend with

Davié, we'll get to the Prime Minister's

trip to the west in just a moment, but first, on the Green Paper.

Are the Liberals and New Democrats likely to carry throuch with

their threat to boycott those hearings on‘foreign pclicy, or will

there ke a ccmpromise?

-

wWell rot much sign of a compromise so far, Larry.

<

Neither of the Opposition parties are satisfied

with Clarkx's offer to hcld off a decision on the Star Wars issue

until the Committee can hold public hearings on Star Wars. What

in fact both the Liberals and NDP are insisting on is that the

Committee must have the power to issue an interim report, not only

on Star Wags,‘Sut on the prospects for new trade arrangements with

the U.5. before the covernment makes decisions in both those areas

So férbélark has refused to grant that demand.

-

But David, aren't there some dangers in

13

that bovcott

.. /2



i..2 Zitarals and the NDP?

LI}
O
3]
o
)
L4

HALTON: well not only for the Opposition parties, but also
in a sense for the government as well. There's

a lot of nigh s=takes brinkmanship involved, if vou like, Larrw.

If the Coposition parties reZuse to take part in this committee

it wen't sit at all. That will, of course, open them to chaxrges

of violating their parliamentary responsikilities anéd being the

spoilers in the whole process. But on the government side, of

- ¢ -~ Luoe deesn't sit, in that event thie wvhole

IRt )
e

foreign policy review process will come crashing to a halt.

c3ac: David, on the Green Paper itself, it is a short
docuament, about forty-three page;, but apparently
has caused a great deal of wrangling in the cabihet and it's been
criticised boinh inside and outside parliament. Certainly I Zfound
2 lot of Zisappointment Larry with the paper among incdependent
Zorzicn policy experts. Their view is that the paper tends %o
state the obvicus. That Cznada, for example, can no longer taxs
for granted its preosperity or its security, rather obvious bland
phrases like Canada is an Arctic, Pacific and Atlantic nation.
Africa is a vast continent. Also a lot of disappointment “hink

ameng foreign policy experts that key areas of foreign policy such

as the Miédle East and South Africa are dismissed in a few bland

C3scC: And David, tne paper also seems to take Canada further

away from Pierre Trudeau's vision of a country less

c./3




s 8 it i B it

dependent on the United States, more in tune with the countries

of the Facific rim and more involved in the North/South dizlogue?

HALTON: well I think that's right. There's a very pro-

.

American thrust underlining the whole document.
A lot more emphasis on the Soviet threat than any Liberal government
in recent years would put into any kind ofpaper comparable to

On the other hand, Larry, Clark isn't breaking with what you mignht

call the "Pearsonian" tradition in foreign policy. Canada's role

as a middle power, as a helpful fixer in world trouble spots, what

Sti:o L L - T w2'rl .o over-=2xtend=d in cur Ics

commitm2nts richt now, we've got to choose our priorities much

more carciully.

* Kk Xk k %k
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EMISSION(S)
SSEA BOOK CKBY: And now with his daily comment, here's Charles Lynch.
MINA/ CL: If you want to know just how flatant the federal
White government is about the state of Canada's finances, you don't
Brady have to wait for next week's budget, you just have to read
Kergin what the government says about our future foreign policy.
Chambers What it says is that we are in danger of starving to death
McNee if we don't put all our efforts into the development of our
Mason foreign trade. That means exports and it means above all
MINT/ developing the closest possible relations with the United
Fountain States. There is nothing new about that. The Trudeau
Kneale government had come to the same conclusion and had turned
Burbridge the External Affairs Department away from diplomatic cookie
Becisjoli pushing and into counting house diplomacy, with the accent on
MINE anything for a buck. The Mulroney government is going to
uss enlarge that role to the point where our. diplomats will
DMF almost be wearing signs on their backs:reading «Buy Canadian».
DMT The biggest push will be in the United States, our main
DMX trading partner, a country who's economy keeps ours going.:
DMXN The trouble is it keeps a. lot of other economies going to .
CPD and the americans are getting fed up and preparing to
sC1/ impose embargoes on exports from other countries, to bring
Mikkelborg their trade into something like balance. If they do that
Leblanc to us, we are really in trouble and that's why we are
8Cs/ cuddling up to Uncle Sam now, so he won't close the door on
Strouts us when he does it to the rest of the world next year.
Storsater Foreign Minister, Joe Clark, says he wants us to ponder these
Beuchard things, but there really isn't much to think about. The
FPR/ government is taking us down the american road and hoping for
Quinn(i) _ the best, hoping that there will be good news and jobs, just
! around that corner. I'm Charles Lynch.
D) F cC. k
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RADIO

D) Radio-Canada (Radio) - Transcriptions
Emissions:
1) .Présent, 8h15, le 15 mai 1985

2) Présent, '12h10, le 15 mai 1985
3) Le Magazine économique, le 18 mai 1985



MIL.[ MECIA TAPES AND TRANSCRIPTS JLTO.
185 SPARKS STREET ® 3rD FLOOR ® OTTAWA K1P 5B9 - (613) 236-4685 !

i
PROGRAM: DATE: h
EMISSION: PRESENT paTe: LE 15 MAI, 1985
NETWORK / STATION: , TIME:
RESEAU / STATION: RADIO-CANADA/CBOF HEURE: BH15

LIVRE VERT SUR LA POLITIQUE EXTERIEURE

CBCF': Livre vert sur la politigue extérieure canadienne, l'ave-

nir du Canada passe par les Etats-Unis. Notre invité

-

ce matin est le député Gerry Weiner, secrétaire parlementaire cu ministre

des Affaires extérieures. Le document présenté par mpﬂgieur Clark
. .
-~ ¥
étudie principalement deux axes de la politigue extérieure canadienne,

la sécurité et la compétitivité et il met l'accéﬁt;éurtout sur la

compétitivité c'est-3-dire sur la capacité pour le ‘Canada de se mainte-
(:7 .

nir dans la course des pays industrialisés. '3onéieur Weiner, est-ce gue

% -
.

ca veut dire gue sans points &conomigues, le-Canada n'a pratiguement

aucun point politigue dans le monde? .,

-~

.

WEINER: On ne veut pas dire ¢a. Vraiment le papier ce n'est

pas une. analyse de nos relations ol les problémes é&cono-

migues. C'est une série de guestions gue monsieur Clark veut consulter

les canadiens. Ca touche peut-étre une dizaine de sujets, on a peut-étre

50 guestions ...

C'est une série de guestions, ce gui en fait probable-

ment un document assez neutre, du reste se sont les

~ e Lo

“ principales critiques qui sont formulées ce matin & son sujet, mais en

- 1 ce. 2



lisant tout de méme 3 travers les lignes on s'apergoit gue monsieur
Clark veut dire gque pour que le Canada rattrape son retard &conomigue
21 faut établir des liens commerciaux plus étroits avec les Etats-Unis.

C'est bien ¢a?

WEINER: Mais nous sommes d&€j3 impliqués comme vous le savez
peut-eétre les trois quarts de nos commerces sont
canado-américain. Il y a toujours des éléments protectionistes gui
s'enlévent aux Etats-Unis et chague fois gu'ils essaient d&'imposer
peut-etre des tarifs sur les Japonnais ¢a peut causer un enlévement
du travail ici au Canada. Alors c'est toujours guestion sur laguelle
>n doit se pencher. Mais en méme temps monsieur Clark a dit gu'il y-a
peut-8tre des autres marchés qui faut faire une attention particuli&re
notamment l1'Asie, le Japon et c'est une maniér; de dire aux canadiens
on doit penser sur tous les sujets d'une mani@re 3 trouver une positior
pour le Canada. Nos ressources naturelles auparavant étaient peut-etre
assez pour nous apporter, pour réussir, maintenant il faut faire plus

il faut etre compétitif pour assurer notre sécurité.

C30F: Mais en ce gqui concerne les Etats-Unis &tant donné gue
c'est fait effectivement avec les Etats-Unis gque se fort

1es trois-guarts de ncs relations commerciales et plus, est-ce que le

gouvernement canadien n'a pas un préjugé favorable pour la libéralisat.ot

du commerce avec les Etats-Unis?

WEINER: Ah! je n'ai aucune idée si ces préjugés, comme vous le
savez on avait des commissions, des études, monsieur
McDonald vient de compléter un travail avec une commission. Ce qu'on

.. 3




dit, vous avez €lu un gouvernément récemment le 4 septembre avec une

grande majorité&, un gouvernement gui a dit on va faire des consultaticts -~
avec nos citoyens et on veut écouter ce que les citoyens vont nous di- ..
Nous savons gue si de grandes portions, nous avons faits peut-stre

154 milliards d'échanges entre les deux pays, ¢a veut dire gue c'est
assez important et c'est tré&s difficile de remplacer ¢a alors on dit

aux canadiens faites une étude de ga; peut-etre faite d'autres recherches

cl on peut trouver des autres marchés parce gue pour survivre aujourd'hui

il faut trouver tous ces moyens en meme temps.

CBOF: Mais monsieur Weiner il y a des décisions gqui vont etreé

prises avant 1a fin de la consultation sur ce livre val:
gui va se terminer en mai '86, alors plusieures décisions vont devoir
etre prises sur le plan commercial, sur le plaﬁ de la.défense, est-ce
gue cela ne signifie pas gue la consultation est factis en gquelque

sorte puisque les décisions vont déj& étre prises?

WEINER: Vous avez bien raison de demander ¢a & un gouvernement
gui est &lu, la nécessité d'agir de continuer de faire
marcher le travail du gouvernement. Je suis compl&tement & 1l'aise
dans la consultation on a toujours la possibilité de commencer d'ag:ir
aussi vite cgu'on a des suggestions si le gouvernement pense gue c'esc
approprié&. 1Ils ont aussi la possibilité des fois de reculer, on peut
faire deux pas en avant ou deux pas en arriére, mais je suis trés clair
gue c'est une chance ouverte pour tous les canadiens de venir discuter
avec un groupe parlementaire gui vont visiter un peu partout notre pays
et vous savez gue c'est la premi&re fois peut-etre depuis 15 années
gu'con a un gouvernement canadien qgui a entrepris une telle discussion.

... 4
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CBOTF: Mais est-ce gue le but d'une telle discussion se n'est

pas de préparer les esprits?
WEINER: Non, non, non, je ne pense pas.

CROF: Etant donné que des décisions vont tre prises avant

la fin de la consultation...

WEINER: On peut faire des décisions en marchant parce qu'on a
l'cbligation de continuer de gouverner le pays mais
=== yons allez voir que on va avoir des possibilités de réagir si
LeZege@ COO3E S<T pien prononcé ou de peut-2tre 3 la fin de la Ziscussioa
de ré@évaluer 2t de prendre peut-étre une autre position, parce gue ce
N

sue monsieur Clark a dit vraiment dans ce papier gue rien est sacrég,

cn veut une discussion sur tous les sujets.

CROF: Merci monsieur Weiner.

* Kk kk %




MT1.[ MEDIA TAPES AND TRANSCAIPTS JLTO.
185 SPARKS STREET ¢ 3rD FLOOR ® OTTAWA K1P 58S - (613) 236-4695

PROGRAM: DATE:

EMISSION: PRESENT DATE: LE 15 MAI, 1985
NETWORK / STATION: : TIME:

RESEAU / STATION: RADIO-CANADA/CBOF HEURE: 12H10

ENTREVUE AVEC JOE CLARK

1.

CRBOr: Le secrétaire d'Etat aux affaires extérieures monsieur
Joe Clark a rendu publique hier un livre vert sur

la politigue exté@rieure du Canada. L'objectif stimuler déps_lg public

Pl

-

. . . . I AT .
la discussion relative aux intéréts du pays dans le mondée. Le livre
i Y
- £
vert prétend ne rien trancher mais dé&ja dans sa iagon‘dq;poser les

g

problé&mes il indique dans quelles directions ;lj?qﬁ%fphercher les
réponses. Les réponses aux questions de séqgrité:pér exemple, pas
question de bousculer les engagements duffay;}dgﬁé Norad dans 1'OTAN.
Surtout les réponses aux guestions éqonomiédés au coeur des préocupa-
tions du ministre, la position concgrrénfiel du Canada et sa dépendance

trés grande part rapport au marché. américain gui observe plus des
. N
3/4 de nos exportations et Qu;‘pourrait éventuellement se refermer
.._Ai . <.
si on en croit les clameurs gui émanent du congré@s américain. Le

ministre Joe Clark nous a accord® une interview ce matin & Montréal.
N £
Rl

v

ARG
=

REPORTER: ﬁf?éfﬂdﬁsieur Clark est-ce qu'on se trompe si on lit &

travers ce document que vous avez publié, ce livre

L& ~

<L
vert éQgt au long de ce document une sorte de peur d'une régurgence

s

ﬁ.;.- .".Q;’ Teer . ) - . .
du* protectionisme américain?

h‘
N




CLARK: Oh! oui. Je crois que cga c'est une préoccupation des
canadiens mais aussi des autres pays gui cherchent un
svst3me &2 commerce international beaucoup plus ouvert et c'est pour
cette raison cue nous devons agir avec nos partenaires pour établir un
systdme international qui marche. Mais aussi prendre les actions
pr3cises canadiennes pour nous protéger contre les actions spécifiques
cue les américains, je crois que la meilleure solution sera d'avoir
un accord international gqui peut inclure les américains et c'est ga

notre obiectif primaire.

RTER: Mais ée toute maniére nous les canadiens pourrions
arriver avec les américains 3 des accords bi-latéraux

en la matiére commerciale.

CLARK: Nous pouvons en effet et nous avons les accords bi—latéramg
de deux sortes. Nous avons les accords formels comme
avec le pacte d'auto; Auto Pact (?) et nous avons et c'est bien important
1'accord personnel entre monsieur Reagan et monsieur Mulroney en ce
qui concerne la protection mutuelle de nos intérets. Mais ga c'est
une question ée personnalité&, c'est une guestion d'un régime dans un
domaine spécifique et le grave danger maintenant avec le protectionisme
gui existe aux Etats-Unis et gue ¢a peut toucher dans l'avénir les
secteurs canadiens qui n'étaient pas touchés par le passé&. Quand nous |
parlons des relations économigues avec les Etats-Unis c'est bien
important d'entendre les deux mots gue nous avons utilisés. Un était

d'élargir notre commerce mais l'autre c'est prot&ger notre accé€s qui

existe et c'est ca gui est peut-etre le plus important dans le domaine,

dans la perspective des emplcocis canadiens.



REPORTER: Notre grand client quand il s'agit d'exportations se
sont les aﬁéricains. C'est une gquestion d'ordre majeur,

12 libre &change avec les américains pour nous c'est un objectif 12

& moyen terme pour les conservateurs, est-ce gue pour passer au plan

politique la marge d&'indépendance politique du Canada est plus grande

dans votre esprit ou moins grande si nous arrivons 3 ce libre échange?

CLARK: Une petite précision. Ce n'est pas un libre é&change
comme tel gue nous sommes en train de discuter. ¢Ca
c'est possiblement une des options, mais c'e;t un éiargissement de
~ws relz:ions commerciales avec les Etats-Unis. En ce gui concerne
1'indépendance, la marge de manoeuvre du Canada, je crois gue nous
pouvons la garder méme l'élargir pour deux raigons si je peux les
stipuler. La premiére est gue je crois gue nous avons noter au Canada
pendant la derniére dé&cennie une croissance dans le sens de 1l'identité
sens de confiance éanadienne en ce gui concerne le monde mais aussi
en particulier en ce gui concerne les Etats-Unis. Deuxiéme chose,
guand on parle d'un élargissement de nos activités commerciales nous
parlons bien sUr des Etats-Unis mzis nous parlons aussi d'une plus
grande montre gque juste les Etats-Unis et m@me si la plupart de nos
relations actuelles sont avec les américains. Nous pensons gue la
majorité de la croissance &conomigue disponible au Canada existe ailleurs,
existe par exemple en Asie dans le Pacifigue et je crois gue c'est
une gquestion d'é&quilibre, j'imagine gque dans l'avenir la proportion
de notre, de nos relations commerciales gui sont avec les américains
sera plus basse dans l'avenir gu'aujoud'hui. Alors...

-

REPORTER: Diversifier c'est peut-étre l'objectif & long terme

-

mais & court terme monsieur Clark je reviens lZ-dessus

ce. 4



c'est tr8s important pour nous les Etats-Unis sur le plan économigue
sur le plan des échanges commerciaux tellement qu'on se demande et

7 %2 rot.ins ma guestion portant sur 1'indépendance ou la marge dez
1'indSpendance politigque du Canada, qu'on se demande si au fond votre
gouvernement ne va pas tout faire, aller peut-&tre jusqu'd la servilité

pour ne pas offenser les américains.

CLARK: L'accusation est souvent faite. C'est naturel, la preu-
est au contraire et je pense par exemple des certaines

guestions immédiates, questions d'aujourd‘hui, la plus prominante c'est

T . guz. .32 éu lMNicaracgua, ol les américains ont pris une position

nous sommes contre, nous avons indigué gue nous sommes contre, et plus

gue ¢a nou; avons indiqué que nous n'avons aucune intention de respecter

ce gu'ils ont fait, nos programmes de développements en ce gui concerne

le Nicagarua continueront, madame Monigue VE&zina, ministre des Relationc

extérieures, sera au Nicaragua dans trois semaines. Ca c'est une

chose et une chose bien importante parce que pour les américains, les

gquestions d'amérique latine est bien claire. Deuxiéme chose petit

exemple important 1'UNESCO. Les américains ont quitté 1'UNESCO nous

sommes maintenant en pleine activité de renforcer 1'UNESCO. C'est

de petites choses mais la vie c'est une combinaison de petites choses

et je crois que s'il y a eu une sévélité (?) en ce gui concerne les

Etats-Unis notre flexibilité dans le cadre du Nicaragua, de 1'UNESCO

d'autres questions ne sera pas 1l3. C'est délicat, c'était toujours

délicat. Ca ce n'est pas une guestion de politigque c'est une guestion

de géographie. Et ce que nous devons faire et développer une politigue

gui peut prendre compte premiérement de notre indépendance, souverainne=zé

«ee 5




et deuxiémement des réalités géographigues gui existent.

REPORTER: Vous avez soulevez par ailleurs la guestion du Nicaragua
- vous dites l3-dessus nous tenons une position cuanc.

méme fort différente de celle des Etats-Unis, j'en conviens Jjusgu'a

maintenant c'est exact, mais soulevons plus loin la guestion de

1'aide au tiers monde. Est-ce gue le Canada sur ce plan 13 n'est pas

un peu hypocrite, c'est-3-dire gue les facons gue nous avons de

traiter avec le tiers monde se sont des fagons gui profitent grancdement

aux Canadiens, aux exportations canadiennes. Est-ce gu'il n'y a cas

un peu d'hypocrisie, est-ce gu'il ne faudrait reviser un peu nos

al.z .z Zagon 38 ce gue sa profite davantage justement o

(1)

.Zgons C2
tiers monde gu'on prétend aider?
CLARK: C'est un grand débat. La guestion qgue vous venez de

‘ soulever c'est important. Ce n'est pas urgent mais
c'est le genre de guestion importante mais pas urgente oll j'espére 13
gque je crois gue le comité parlementarie peut nous donner pas justes
les réactions des députés, des commentateurs gui &taient préoccupés
pendant des années avec les guestions comme ¢a mais aussi les citoyens
gui sont interessés par les guestions internafionales. J'ai été
vraiment impressionné par notre expérience en Afrigue, par la réaction
des canadiens aux crises en Ethiopie parce gu'il y a eut une réaction
beaucoup plus vaste gue mes bureaucrates, mes fonctionnaires ont prévu
et je crois gue ¢a indigue gu'il y a une clienté€le pour les guestions
internationales gui sont beaucoup plus vaste gue nous avons pensé du
passé et ce gue j'ai pu faire avec le processus du livre vert est donné
cette majorité intéressé mais par la force des choses silencieux ce

leur donner une occasion d'influencer la politigue internationale

e b



de leur pays.

TIFIRTEIN On ous fait une éernifre question monsieur Clark c¢n
pourrait peut-etre vous faire le reproche avec ce

livre vert de tenter une sorte d'opération de diversions pendant gue

nous concentrerions nous les citoyens la discussion via le comité

parlementaire sur les questions Economigues par exemple, d'autre part

(o))

es décisions majeures seraient prises comme celle de se ranger derrifre

-2

e

n

américains touchant l'initiative de défense stratégique par exemple.
IR Deux choses 13, les gouvernements doivent prendre les
décisions, rien de nouveau 13. Les gouvernements doive:nt
toujours prendre les décisions. La chose nouvelle c'est prendre les
A Y
Gécisions c'est les discussions avec le public. Ca c'est nouveau.

En ce qui ccncerne le STI par exemple, c'est possible gue nous devrons

prendre une décision avant que le comité ait commencer ces discussions.
REPORTER: Les américains vous bousculent 132

CLARK: Oui mais j'ai dit, j'ai démontré clairement gque guand
monsieur Weinberger a &tabli un échéance j'ai dit non

je n'accepte pas votre E&chéance.

REPORTER: Est-ce gu'on a vraiment les movens dans une affaire
comme celle gue j'ai évogué 3 savoir 1l'initiative de
défense stratégique, la guerre des étoiles comme on dit communément,

est-ce gu'on a les moyens de dire non aux américains nous les canadiens?



CLARK: Oui nous avons les décisions, la décision n'était pas
prise du tout.

REPORTER: Est-ce gue nous sommes capable ... ~

CLARK: Nous sommes capable, oui..

REPORTER: De prendre les distances?

CLARK: Ou? nous sommes capable, la décision sera faite sur nos

=]
B!

dans nos propres intéréts avec notre propre <«time taklzo»
et nous sommes en train maintenant premiSrement d'identifier.les intérats
canadiens, si oui ou non il y a un grand avantage technologigue, oui ou
non, si oui ou non il y a une importance strat&gigue, nous n'avons pas
les détails jusqu'au moment c'est pour cette raison gue nous avons un
fonctionne mal (?) & Ottawa, & Washington, mais la guestion est si un

pays comme le Canada est libre de cire non aux Etats-Unis, la réponse

est ouil.

*kkkk %






MIt[ MEDIA TRAPES AND TRANSCRIPTS]LTO.

185 SPARKS STREET * 3rD FLOOR ® OTTAWA K1P 5B9 - (613) 236-4695

PROGRAM:

LE MAGAZINE ECONOMIQUE

EMISSION:

DATE: Le 18 mai 1985
DATE:

NETWORK / STATION:
RESEAU /STATION:

CBOF/Radio-Canada

TIME: 12 h 15
HEURE:

ANALYSES DU LIVRE VERT SUR LES POLITIQUES EXTERIEURES

-

NFi{o)aH Les relations extérieures du Canada elles scnt

z

ceux gqu'elles sont mais voici tout de méme un’

L 4
s

docurent neuf, ce livre que le Ministre Joe Clark a déposé cette

semaine et qui contient entre 47 pages seulemen;‘ba mé”parait bel

LN
et fort de synthése des orientations, je citqfo;ientations pour
- - N \
€ M
les relations extérieures du Canada et puis’’ .
N N

(N
.-
-

«compétitivité et sécuritér». AN
¥ N
o

rest& sur ma faim sur le plan

~

Jean Giroux: Bien, Jje suis

économique,;j?ai,é;é dégcu. En particulier il y
a une chose gue je n'a;,pas\béﬁpris, le tableau sur les Etats-Unis -
en premiére place d{aécgfd;-mais pourquoi la région Asie-pacifique
aprés le Moyen-OriEp;ﬂqtfaprés 1'afrique, pourtant le rebord
du pacifique'vdil§ iongéemps gu'on nous dit que l'avenir c'est
le rebordﬂlé?\éu;ﬁacifique. Sommes-nous vendus de plus en plus

aux Etats-Unis?

€.
A A
L VRN
Vs % N i vea/2




CBOF: Oui, il y a une guestion, effectivement le document

peut laisser croire que le Canada s'en va vers un
statut de 518me &tat d'Amérique. Moi aussi je suis un peu dégu
c'est un document qui est déprimant, il est de couleur grise pour
un document gui se prétend'vert, c'est écrit gris sur blanc,

dirait-on!

Jean Giroux: C'est blanc sal a art g¢a.

CBOF : Mais il y a comme méme un effort de changement 1la
dedans, et on va entendre le Ministre Clark

expliquer lui-méme qu'il s'agit d'un véhicule. Il veut faire

réfléchir les Canadiens, il veut méme un peu susciter une certaine

éducation quant aux affaires extérieures, aux affaires internationales

du Canada. Il faut se souvenir qu'il y a peu de temps on disait gque

la politigue extérieure canadienne s'était d'8tre aimé de tous et

d'étre hail de personne. Bon alors l3 maintenant je crois gue le

titre...
Jean Giroux: D'étre craint de personne...
CEROF: Oui, to be feared by none, c'est ¢a... Mais le

titre lui-méme <«compétitivité et sécurité» ¢a 13,

e /3



il y a une nouveauté. C'est bien la premié&re fois qu'au Canada
on lit la défense, la politique, la diplomatie - c'est ce qui
s'appelle «sécuritér», aux réalités commerciales et €économigues

internationales.

Jean Giroux: Vous voulez dire gu'on le fait, qu'on 1l'écrit...

CBOF: Oui, qu'on le formule, c'est ¢a... gu'on le
formule, je crois que le Ministre veut nous faire
réfléchir l3-dessus. Sur l'aide, sur le dollar, sur les accorcs
multilatéraux, sur le GAPP, sur les guestions tr8s pointues, il
n'y a rien de‘ﬁeuf. Il n'y a pas beaucoup de propositions neuves,
le Ministre pense gu'il va les susciter, gue, vous voyez au
parlement cette semaine & Ottawa tout le débat sur la tenue ou
non des sé&ances de travail l3-dessus, mais en tout cas vraisembla-
blement les canadiens, auront, seront invités 3 réagir. J'ai
rencontré le Ministre Clark jeudi; je lui ai dit: «Votre document
ne m'apparalt pas neuf». Il s'est expligué la-dessus, je lui
ail dit: «Il n'y a pas beaucoup d'idées stimulantes, je ne sais
pas si les canadiens vont vous en donnez & vous»., Il a ri. Je
lui ai dit en un mot: «Ce document c'est un document un peu

conservateur».

Joe Clark: Il v a comme la base du livre vert une approche
qui roule au compte des traditions canadiennes, et

¢a c'est 1'idée de base que nous devons considérer ensemble et
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gui sont éconcmiques et politiques. Peut-&tre pour vous c'est paé
radical, mais dans les pensées traditionnelles de politiques
gtrangéres-canadiennes cela c'est radical; et je crois que je

veux dire deux choses: premidrement j'ai décidé d'avoir un livre

vert gqui peut poser des questions et qui puisse servir de base,

un vénicule d'une vaste discussion. J'Etais impressioné par la
réponse des canadiens sur la crise en Afrigue, et ce n'était pas
juste la générosité, mais c'était que nous avons engager dans

cette Ju4=te un grand nombre de canadiens gqui n'avaient pas démontré
un intérs8t dans des gquestions internationales avant. Je crois

gue probzblement plusieurs canadiens avec une préoccupation
économigue n'ont pas pensé souvent, guotidiennement, 3@ des guestions
internationales avant, et j'espére gque par voie des sciences sur

le livre vert, nous pouvons avoir les petits entrepreneurs par
exemple, gui sont bien affectés par le GATT. Nous pouvons encore
les encourager Ge voir le probléme dans un plus grand contexte.
J'ai dorné les instructions 3 mes fonctionnaires d'envoyer le livre
vert, pas Jjuste aux écoles des &tudes internationales, mais aussi
aux chart-res de commerces du pays, parce gue je veux engager cette

clientéle dans le débat.

CBOF': L'adjoint de M. Clark avait aussit3dt ajouté M. Shawn
Brady, et les syndicats - il ne faut pas oublier les

syndicats - et c'est vrai que la consultation s'amorce entre

plusieurs centres de cGécisions d'Ottawa avec plusieurs partenaires

provinciaux, les syndicats, le patronat, les gouvernements, et pas
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seulement pour les guestions politigues extérieures, mais presque

toujours sur les rapports avec notre voisin du sud.

Giroux: Alors, le livre vert propose deux réflexions qui

ne sont pas neuves mais urgents. La premiére d'abord:

CBOF': L'économie canadienne elle est marchandée,

principalement de matiéres premiéres plutdt gue

3¢ pr~: +g minufacturés. Alors, les mati€res prmi8res ou semi-finis
on les trouve 2 meilleur compte dans les autres régions du monde,
et 1a le Canacda perd du terrain. Et bon, alors pour se rattraper
une seule fois les produits manufacturés, notre spécialisaticn et

notre comp€titivité ne sont pas & notre avantage.

Giroux: Et il y a un autre aspect aussi 3 considérer 1la...
CBOF': Bien ,cette &conomie canadienne -- c'est trés
clairement expligué dans le livre vert -- cette

économie canadienne elle .est aussi obligée de changer - non
seulement pour devenir plus comptétitive, mais pour suivre le
reste du monde. Notre marché est trop exigu pour assurer la
prospérité de nos enfants. International, le Canada 1'a &té

facilement, il doit apprendre @ le devenir activement et rapidement.

Joe Clark: La guestion de base pour nous est d'accépter gue

ce n'est pas possible pour nous avec un marché
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assez petit d'@tre compétitif avec les autres pays juste sur la
base de notre marché&, et ce n'est pas nouveau ¢a, mais je crois
gue c'était plus facile pour nous d'éviter cette réalité, peut-&tre
retarder rendez-vous avec cette réalité dans le passé gqu'on a eu
eu une certaine période, un certain sense de luxe ici au Canada.
laintenant, je crois gque la sitaution est beaucoup plus réaliste,
nous avons une situation économique qui est difficile mais souvent
les choses difficiles forcent les pays, les peuples de faire face
aux réziixfg,
Giroux: Eh bien, on sait maintenant la décroissance du
début de la décennie 80, c'est la perte d'au mois

un demi million d'emplois et puis aux Etats-Unis la décroissance

2elle a frappée tout aussi dur.

CBOF: Alors, nous sommes liés, les Etats-Unis et le Canada.
75% de nos affaires se font avec les Etats-Unis.
C'est 154 milliards l'année derniére. Les Etats-Unis c'est notre
grand marché, c'est aussi du fait de cette dépendance, notre
principale menace. La dépendance pour le Canada c'est - il faut
comprendre - que 28% et bientdt 30 de notre production doit &tre
vendue 3 l'étranger, 28% doit étre vendue 3 l'étranger, il faut
comprendre ¢a. Comme la balance commerciale américaine est
fortement déficitaire, ils aché&tent plus qu'ils vendent, enfin,

ils achetainet plus qu'ils ne vendaient, alors il y a la chambre

N



des représentants et puis il y a le Sénat qui sont entrain
d'adopter aux Etats-Unis des mesures protectionnistes gui vont
rendre nos affaires beaucoup plus difficiles. Ca c'est la menace,
s'ils cessent d'acheter, d'acheter canadien, oll est-ce qu'on va

vendre nous, notre production?

Clark: L'intérét du Canada n'est pas du tout limité ici.
La plupart de notre commerce aujourd'hui c'est

a-ren leg Ztats-Unis et c¢a sera encore pour une longue période

de temps. Mais nous pensons par exemple gue la croissance est

le potentiel pour nous, le plus grand potentiel ce n'est pas aux

Etats-Unis, c'est probablement dans le pacifique ou avec les pays

de l'Asie, et nous devons si nous pouvons €éviter la préoccupation

éxclusive avec les guestions américaines; elles sont importantes

bien sur, elles sont toujours dans les manchettes, mais dans un

sense les tentatives canadiennes les plus importantes ne sont pas

les tentatives vis-&-vis les Etats-Unis, mais les tentatives

avec les autres marchés gui..... les vérités et qui posaient de

plus grands potentiels pour le Canada.
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SSEA Scrum - House of Commons - May 16

5 EMISSION(S)
| SSEA BOOK _
EFINA/ SSEA: I indicated that I would have no objection if
iﬁhite the Committee decided that it wanted to give priority to
‘;Bradv SDI and other guestions. Indeed, there'd be some advantage
' Kergin to that because the Government has to make a decision on
5Ciambers the invitation some time in the next 3 or 4 months, and
! MaNee I would welcome the opportunity to hear from Canadians
! Q;son before that happens. As things now stand, the Liberals
5 QENT/ and the NDP won't let Canadians speak. Now, they may change
‘ r . their position and I hope they do.
: Fountain
Kneale .
Burbridge Q: (Inaudible).
- Boisjoli . '
 MINE SSEA: No, I can't.
Ty
: ;ig Q: Legally, you can't do that?
gii SSEA: Legally, we need to have the agreement of the
DMXN House to establish a special Joint Committee and, obviously,
cPD the next tactic of the Opposition parties who don't want
sCI/ the public to be heard would be to filibuster the Order
Mikke lbor of Reference. So, if they don't take part in it, there
Leblanc g will not be an opportunity through a Parliamentary
scs/ Committee, for Canadians to be heard on foreign policy.
Strouts Tgat would be tragic.
gggz;:tzr Q: But you're saying it would be the Committee's
FPR/ C;D decision what the strategy ...
Cuinn SSEA: It would be the Committee's decision, but they
D(6) F c certainly know my interest in hearing from Canadians on
these questions. I think it's very important that Canadians
be heard and I hope the two other parties will stop opposing
public participation. :
ﬁ 1 /2
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Q: ... not make the decision then on SDI before the Committee has
reported?
SSEA: No, no. I'm not saying that. That's not the position I'm

putting forward. I'm saying we have to make a decision some time in

the next 3 to 4 months on one aspect of the question, the invitation

from the Americans. It would be very helpful for us to receive the views
of Canadians as one element on which we base our judgment and if the
Committee that we want to establish wants to take that into account,

I'd welcome that. But that can't be done if the Liberals and the NDP
continue to oppose the establishment of a Committee. I guess the other
thing to say about SDI is that we all know that it is a long, long
process. As I described it in the House, it's hypothetical. Final
strategic decisions won't be taken on SDI for 4 or 5 years. That would
certainly be after the report of a Committee, if a Committee gets a chance
to exist. But, right now, the Opposition parties are stopping it from
existing.

Q: Then, what you're saying is that you can wait until September
or October if your 3 or 4 months, by my calculations, that would take
us in September or October, before the Govermment would feel that it
might have to make a decision on research?

SSEA: I'm saying that the Government will take a decision on a
timetable that makes sense to Canada. If the Americans try to impose
a shorter timetable, wee won't accept that ...

Q: Yes, but, sir, you said 3 to 4 months, that presumably is
September or October ...

SSEA: I'm assuming that some time in the next 3 to 4 months, the
Government will want to respond to the invitation of the United States
and I would welcome the opportunity to hear from Canadians on that and
I'd really hope that the Liberals and the Opposition will let Canadians
speak.

Q: Mr. Clark, you said June or July at the Committee last week.
SSEA: No. What I said to the Committee last week, when you check

the record, is that we expect some time in June to hear from Dr. Kroeger.
His report which is an expert report on a limited aspect of the
invitation is one of the elements we'll consider. Another element we'd
consider would be public opinion if the public is given a chance by the

Liberals and the NDP to express their opinion.

Q: M. Clark, vous dites que vous &tes prét a attendre le rapport

du Comité, un rapport du Comité sur la Guerre des étoiles avant de prendre
une ‘décision. Est-ce que c'est ¢a?

SEAE: Non, je ne veux pas avoir d'échéances artificielles. Je n'ai
pas accepté l'échéance artificielle des Américains et je ne veux pas
accepter une autre échéance artificielle. .Mais je veux avoir l'avis
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du public canadien et le moyen de l'avoir est d'établir immeédiatement

le Comité conjoint, de permettre au Comité si c'est son choix de commencer
des discussions sur la question de la défense stratégique et puis, comme
le Gouvernement doit prendre sa décision, nous pourrons le faire avec
l'avantage d'une connaissance des attitudes des Canadiens. Mais les ._
partis de l'opposition ne veulent pas permettre au public de s'exprimer.

Q: Mais quel genre de délai &tes-vous prét a leur donner?

SEAE: Ca peut prendre 3 ou 4 mois, j'imagine, pour nous de prendre
une décision. Le Comité peut commencer, je crois, 3j'imagine une ou deux
ou trois semaines aprés que c'est établi.

Q: Le Gouvernement pourrait retarder la décision jusgu'a@ septembre,
c'est ¢a?

SEAE: Ce n'est pas une guestion de retarder. C'est une question de
prendre les décisions gquand nous sommes préts.

Q: (inaudible) les provinces a la négociation (inaudible) un accord
commercial avec les Etats-Unis?

SEAE: Je crois qu'au moins dans un sens informel, il serait essentiel
d'avoir la coopération des provinces.

Q: Est-ce qu'il faut aussi les associer & la ratification, autrement
dit, les provinces seraient associées a la politigue commerciale
canadienne?

SEAE: Je ne peux pas dire.Q: On The Journal last night, you
said that you believed there should be a Star Wars program. Is that,
in fact, your belief?

SSEA: I believe there should be research by the Americans into Star
Wars. I said that in the House.

Q: That's not a contradiction of ...
SSEA: No, no, no. That's what I said in the House in that statement

in January what-ever-it-is.

Q: So the qguestion that has to be answered is only whether Canada
gets any benefits from participating?

SSEA: Oh, that's question 1. There's a question as to whether it's

in our interest for a variety of reasons to take part in the research.
Then, assuming the SDI becomes a feasible proposal, there is a question
as to whether it makes sense to proceed with it. That we won't be facing
for 5 or 6 years.

Q: As far as the strategic guestion is concerned, you believe it
strategically makes sense to (inaudible)
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SSEA: I think it makes sense in terms both of what we believe the
Soviets are doing and in terms of the fact that there are negotiations
now in progress in Geneva in which the SDI guestion is an issue.

Q: So it's a means of forcing the Soviet Union, their feet in the
fire, as it were, during any of the negotiations in Geneva?

SSEA: One can't ignore the fact that the negotiations are going on
and that, undoubtedly, that they weren't going on before the Strategic
Defence Initiative was proposed. But the really important question and
fact is that, to the best of our knowledge, which is pretty good, the
Soviets are conducting a kind of research now that if it occurred in
the United States it would be called research into strategic defence.

: What about the very broad and strategic questions?

U)IIO

: Gentlemen, that's enough.

Q: What is your position on that? That it be a good idea to go
for space-based defence program?

SSEA: We can't answer that until we know if it works and that's what
we're trying ... that's what we're looking at.

éjane Dodd
Media Relations Officer
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Q: How old is this decision on Star Wars Research,
until you get a report of some sort from this Committee?
SSEA: © "We're not going to tie ourselves to any
artificial deadline. What I'm interested in doing is
having the Committee sit and I'd like to know why the
Liberals and the NDP refuse to let the public be heard.

The sooner they get on with approval of the Committee,
the sooner the conversations can begin. I've made it
clear that no decision will be taken by us for 3 to 4
months and I'd like the Committee to be sitting before
that time. The other parties won't let it.

Q: It's the same question. I'm just not quite
clear. Are you willing to give them a commitment, to
say to them - we will not make the decision until we
hear from you?

SSEA: That has never been part of our position and

I think it would be unreasonable for us to tie a Govern-
ment decision to an artificial procedure. What I've
said is that right now there is no opportunity for the
public to be heard on the Strategic Defence Initiative.
-I have proposed an opportunity that would allow, let's
say, 3 months' public hearings. The Liberals and the

NDP are denying that proposal. The gquestion to ask is
why are they denying that proposal.

Q: Mr. Clark, what's the big hang-up about giving
them a deadline?

SB: OK, that's it, guys. That's it. The scrum's
all over now.

Q: About agreeing ...

SSEA: You understand the practices of Parliament.
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You understand the tradition in Parliament is that when we establish

a Committee, we give that Committee freedom to establish its own agenda.
I've gone much farther than Ministers have gone in my memory, in
indicating my disposition, but it's the Committee's business. It's not

my business, it's the Committee's business and insofar as whether we

are going to delay 5 months, 10 months, 2 years a decision on trade

matters with the United States, no, I'm not going to put Canadian jobs
at risk like that. No, I'm not going to put our strategic interests

at risk like that. What I'm doing is offering, through Parliament, the
people of Canada the full opportunity to take part in discussions of
these important questions. The Liberals and the NDP for narrow political
reasons are denying the people of Canada that right.

Q: Well, sir, if you're not going to allow the recommendations,
wait for the recommendations in advance of your decision ...

SSEA: Look, if the Committee is formed and if the hearings are held
and if there are 3 months of public participation which I am proposing,
a2 consensus will emerge before we have to make the decision. That's
very clear. That means that we'll have the benefit of that consensus.

We will also be respecting the parliamentary process. The Liberals
and the NDP do not want to do that. Ask yourselves who is holding up
progress on this matter? Who is now stopping Canadians from being heard?
I'm not. I'm proposing a Committee and I'm also indicating a timeframe,
at least 3 months in which consensus can be built. But the NDP and the
Liberals refuse to get the process started. That's where we stand and
I deeply regret it. I think it's anti-parliamentary. I think it's anti-
democratic. I think that it limits the breadth of the base upon which
we can make our decision and I hope that over the week-end, they'll cool
off a little bit, stop playing politics with this important issue, and
recognize that for the first time in Canadian history, there's been an

opportunity for Canadians to take part in the discussions of internationel
relations and let us get on with it.

Q: Might this expression of consensus take the form of an interim
report? :
SSEA: - That's a decision of the Committee. It's not my decision.

I can't dictate that to them.

Q: No, but do you think that would be a good idea?

SSEA: That's their decision.

Q: Or a special pole across the country?

SSEA: That's their decision. I am establishing here, or I'm trying

o, .if the Liberals and the NDP would let me do it, I want to let the
people in. I also want to let the Committee establish its own working
rules. I've indicated my pre-disposition, indeed, my interest and so
far the Liberals and the NDP keep finding new excuses. That is what's
guite remarkable about this. When this began, the NDP's reason for
objecting was that they didn't have enough members in the Committee.

-es/3




FPR_0808 3.

We delt with that. Then they said there wouldn't be discussion of SDI.
We dealt with that. Then they said there wouldn't be discussion of
trade. We dealt with that. Now they have a new objection. I think,

I have to question whether or not they want the people to be heard.

jane Dodd
Media Relations Officer
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By HUGH WINSOR -
Globe ond Mail Reporter- << -

OTI‘AWA — Trying to define a

new foreign policy for a middle _
power full of good intentions but'.-

with little clout to implement t.hem
is a problem at any time. .

But External Affairs Minister

Joe Clark’s attemnpt to breathe life ..

into his policy review has been fur-
ther hampered because two of the
biggest icrmgn policy issues the
Government faces were cut-out of

Lbemv:ewbe!rxeuwasnbled"

LaaTe, T sl

yesterday. i
WhueMrC!.arksayshexstahng
the review sericusly and has told a -

press conference that the Govern-
ment would have to take seriously
in regospect any unanimous re-
commendauozs to come from a
joint committee of Senators ana
MPs, the question of Canadian
participation in the U.S. Strategic
Defence lnitiative and the question
of our trading relationship with the
United Siates are on separate
tracks and will be answered before
the review deals with them.

The Exmermal Affairs docﬁment.

talks about arms control and disar-
mamen, for imstance, but admits
that, mizisnmat!hebig
powers” table, Canada can do littie
morema.nsumthesndehnaand

when i coxnes to supporting the

United Nations or the Organization -

for Economic Co-operation and
Development because circum-
stances have forced External Af-
fairs to walk softly without carry-
ing a big stick.

In foreign aid, for example,

where Canada has traditionally-

done more than many middle pow-

ers, the paper hints that even that .

rale may be reduced by budget

Mr. Clark and his department
are trying to use a well-publicized
foreign policy review as a vehicle
to get back into the mainstream of
the policy debate when the high

has already been taken by
two other departments, defence
and trade. The review has thé'addi-
tional problem that, towering over
everything, is the Prime Minister
with his own ego and his own agen-
da

Prime Minister Brian Mulroney
has acted decisively to put the
management of Canadian-U.S.
relations directly into his own office
with high-profile moves like the
Shamrock Summit and the appoint.
ment of his own senior adviser to

X that unchallenged position.

- check out the U.S. invitation to
participate in Star Wars research |
+when External Affairs already has i
an elaborate structure in Washing- .

The man headmg that is Ambas
sador Allan Gotlieb, who in an ear- -
lier manifestation as undersecre-
tary of state at a time when bu-
reaucrats more nakedly ran gov.

-emment departments, had consid- .

erable success in asserting the -
External Affairs Department's

: pnmacy in all elements of tomgm
. pohcy - :

s B R

ANALYSlS oo

.
. That is wben the forelgn trade[
promotion part of the old industry
trade and commerce department
was moved 10 the Lester Pearson
Building (headquarters of External
Affairs) and other departments
with foreign policy interests were
brought to heel.

External Affairs no longer enjoys

Because of the high priority the
Government has placed on “refur-
bishing"* the U.S. relationship, all
references to the controversial
Strategic Defence Initiative were
toned down to avoid any offence to
the United States, and the whole
subject was dealt with in a couple
of paragraphs.

The paper was also restrained in
mentioning anything to do with
defence, Canada's relationship with.
.NATO and the whole question of
collective security because Defence !
Minister Erik Nielsen has already’
announced he will be bringing in a
statement on defence policy inde-,
pendent of any discussion prumpr.ed'

by the parliamentary review. - f

For all these reasons, the Clark
paper concentrated on Canada’s!
economic relations with other coun-..
tries, especially in trade. Mr. Clark:
says it is this concentration that
makes his review so different and
so important *“because it touches:
every part of the Government.” It
is also important, he says, because
it underlines some of the tough
choices Canadians will have to
make.

But the paper gives very little
indication of what those choices
should be, or why the paper had to
fight its way through the Cabinet
system, since it commits the Gov-
ernment to little more than encour-
aging public debate.
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upon about the time the pariia-
mentary committee begins its
hearings, a point the opposition
parties rightly belabored in the
Commons yesterday.

i SUBJECT/SUJET
-
S ~° @LOBE AND marr
S15 DATE
2s! MAY 16 1383
Restating the obvious
BY JEFFREY SItMPSON .
. i
- - ~e=s o~ -—>--OTTAWA --. A covering letter by External:
Quite inadvertently, one  Affairs Minister Joe Clark indi;
presumes, the covers of Cana-  rectly concedes the point.;
da’s latest foreign policy re- _ *“Quite possibly, before the!
view neanysymbohze whax lies ,Ivreview is complete, the Gov-
inside. . - n= e - % emment may wish to act on!
The jacket design features a some issues...” he writes.
map by Buckminster Fuller “*Nonetheless, this review will|
with the worfd superimposed be invaluable in shaping poli-
upon a series of triangles | cy.”
whose angles point in every How the review can be “in-
direction. N valuable™ -after decisions are|
Above these multi-direction: * made remains one of those lit-:
al angles lie the portentous  tje secrets that can make poli-
words “Directions for Canada’s  tics nine parts public relations
International  Relations.” A and one part intelligent think-,
perdfecz pmtapcsmon of symbol ing. g
and words for a document that
cavoor make up 15 Tnd vhal ol 0 Soument com
:o‘s' let alone where it should  the Mulroney Government in
. . action, or rather in the sem-,
. The paper itself, a suitably  pjanee of action. S
modest 47 pages, amounts to a
relentless restatement of the Since Sept. 4, we have wit’
obvious. The statements it of.  essed a biizard of consulta-
fers are so anodyne, the ques- Ul papers, task force reports,
tions so banal that any Cana.  BIeSh papers and other assort-
dian seeking to address himself 0 documents of great portent
10 the document will feet as iy  2nd little direction, all pub-
mmmwmamof lished by the Government with
semofina_*=-%i e < o : t.belzrg:s;ﬂnumberofmum
Yet the purported of Cana story.
2o PeTprIed purpese of O rend running thoough
parliamentary committee and all of them has been uncertain-
the public in a year-long nation. 1y bordering on political fear.
al dehate on fereign policy. If  Fear that offence might be
this docament be a guide, then ~ given 10 a particular group,
search parties should be dis- - fear that in clarity lies danger,
parched forthwith, for there is - in anticipated direction contro-
pocting in the documnent to as- Y . BEERY
sist the canious, let alone the In almost every case, the
oroed. ' . .. documents spoke to the yawrn-'
Al ¥=ast the 1970 foreign poli.'. ing void in the Conservatives’
cy review painted readers in a pre-election policy thinking, a
general- direction. It gave a = -chronic weakness of Canadian
sense of the government's ten. politics. Where the. Conserva-1
tative thinking without casting . tives had carefully thought!
those thoughts in stone. And it through what they wanted to doj
invited debate—on important; -~ — in energy and federal-pro-|
unresolved questions. . vincial relations, for example,
This document invites partic. ~ — the Government moved deci-;
ipaats to discuss some of the sively, courageously and deft-
very issues which the govern-  Iy.
ment must resclve before the There are so many impor-
parliamentary committee  tant, pointed issues to debate in; °
concludes its work. These in- Canada’s foreign policy ' —
clude: participation in the .and an increasingly large;
Americans’ *Star Wars” anti- number of Canadians willing to’
ballistic missile research pro-  debate them — that a discus
gram and trade relations with sion paper worth its name:
the United States. would have focused the debate. |
Both of these will be decided Instead this paper, -like so. .

many others, drifts from banal-.
ity to confusion, omitting as
much as it includes, inviting
cyncism from the very people
it hoped to attract. .
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Two months behind schedule
and short on specificity, Exter-
nal Affairs:Minister Joe Clark
has tabled his Green Paper on
Canadian foreign policy.. Not

since his suitcase went astray a ..

few years back has Mr. Clark
arrived .at -a daunatxon so
empty-handed.

-The documnent is intended to
set the pace for the first com-
prehensive review of Canadian
external relations since the
early Trudeau years. In 1870,
the Trudeau Government . de-.
cided to replace the “helpful
fixer” with the trade promoter

in. Canadian diplomacy. For- -

eign policy was to be reoriented
to serve Canadxan economxc
interests.

The Clark paper’ namws
that vision even further and ’

effectively ‘declares - that for-» -

eign policy & basically trade ..
and investment policy. There
are, of course, references:to
arms control, development
assistance, buman rights and
the United Nations. But most of
the document could have been
authcred by the Finance De-
Perkaps this is realpolitik
with a vengeance — a hard-
headed conclusion that Canada
lacks the clout to reform the
rest of the planet and should-
therefor= keep its eye on the
main (economic) chance. But

: of a comprehensive pact.

“'Mr. Clark consults =

nominally independent course
in domestic and foreign policy.
The document complains of
Canada's poor performance in
research and development, but
never mentions that non-resi-

.dent (principally U.S.). owner—-

ship blocks such innovation in
at least some of our industries.
The paper enumerates various
possibilities for a Canada.U.S.
trade pact, but curtly dismisses
a sectoral approach and con-
centrates on the potential bene-
fits (but not the potential costs)

By~ contrast, Mr. Clark’s
paper is much less bold and
direct when it looks at how’
Canadian ideas on Central’
America and arms control may

-collide with U.S. priorities. it

does not bother to inquire:

:whether Canadians favor more.

forceful opposition to U.S. des-'
tabilization of the Sandinistas,’
nor does it ask clearly whether |
Canada should stay aioof from|
U.S. space weapons research
and press for preservation of‘
the anti-ballistic missile treaty.
Not only has the minister

“tried to diffuse the debate on

some controversial issues, but
his Government will pre-empt
consultation on them. The deci-!
sion on whether to take part in'
Star Wars research will be
made even before the parlia-;
mentary comrmittee has solicit-:

seems at  ed public responses to the
odds with the outward orienta- . Green Paper. Canada will tell
tion of Canadian public opinion. the U.S. what kind of trade pact .

The Green Paper subtly
communicates the notion that
Canada's only really important
relationship is with the United.
States (a curious contrast to the
Trudeau review, which exclud-
ed the U.S. entirely). Yet even
if Ottawa’s preoccupation with
the U.S. were appropriate, the
paper’s approach to that rela-

it ‘wants before Green Paper’
consultations are completed. It
will decide on its priorities fora

_new round of multilateral trade:

negotiations before then, too. !
The apparent emptiness of'
Mr. Clark’s latest exercise in;
consultation recalls his previ-
ous one: he canvassed the peo-"
ple on arms contro! while the

tionship is stunted.. . Tories were the Opposition, and
Nowhere does it raise the  then *suffocated’’ the results at;
broad question of how economi- ,Prime Minister Brian Mulro-.

cally entwined Canada can
become with the U.S. before it
loses its ability to chart even a

ney’s behest. Will this new

communion with Canadians be
any less paintless?
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. The clerical solu’uon

" Ottawa's Green Paper on
‘ foreign affairs seeks public

~debate on a suitable anti-apart- .
beid policy. ““How can Canada -

Africa,” it asks, “while avoid-
ing isolating that country and

making communication and ,
.peacetul change more difficult? -

Is foreign investment part of
the ymblem or pan of the solu-
‘ton?” -
, External Affalrs Mmister
“Joe Clark
speedy reply from the Cana-
dian churches. In a well-re-
searched_ brief, the Christian
denominations take the view
:that It is precisely by isolating
«South Africa that pressure can
‘be effectively applied upon
apartheid. They leave no doubt
‘that. they view foreign invesi-
‘roent as *‘part of the problem.”
. . Their proposals would unrav.
el, one by one, the threads of an
already tattered bilatera! rela-
.tionship. The churches want the

iCanadian Embassy in Pretoria

‘to dump its local trade officer.
'They want Ottawa to block
“exports of computer and other
.equipment with even indirect
‘military potential. They want
Ottawa to halt imports of South
-African Krugerrands.

- Not content to nickel and

dime South Africa, the clerics

‘flirt with comprehensive eco-

nomic sanctions. They cite .

South African Bishop Desmond
. Tutu’s statement that he will
call for sanctions in 18 to 24
_months if the abandonment of
apartheid is not then underway,
.Outawa, say the churches,
-should *consider now Its res-
ponses to such & call ... and
prepare for this eventuality.”

. This proposal, while deliber-
ately fuzzy, implies that Joe
Llark should prepare to say
“me too” to Bishop Tutu. The
bishop is an admirabie advo-
cate of non-violent reform, and

"bas received a’

of one South Mncan hawever
admirable. Canada needs to
listen to other voices in black

- South Africa, too. There Is not
... press for change In South

Canadian churchmen may -

conscientiously take their cues
from him, but surely the Cana-
dian Government should not
base its decisions on the words

now, and may "not be’in two
years, a consensus on the effi-’
" cacy of sanctions.

Several prominentblack pou-

‘ticians and union leaders op-

pose disinvestment. They con-
tend that, while.-such action
would penalize the white-domi-
nated econamy,: it could not
force the .white minority to
‘surrender power. It would,
however, harm.the job.pros-
pects of black workers, .
While we continue to doubt
the wisdom of comprehensive
sanctions, the churches’ brief
does make a useful contribution
to the policy debate. It des-
cribes how the Government has
eroded ‘some of its own antl-
apanheld prmapleﬂ ln recent

D Ottawa’ vowed in 1917 to
“‘phase out’ its South African
trade promotion assistance, yet
continues to offer market devel-
opment subsidies and export
insurance to Canadian firms.

O Ottawa subscribes to the
United Nations arms boycott of
South Africa, yet has enforced
it rather feebly. (Space Re-
search Corp. sent_four ship-
ments of artillery shells unde-

tected to South Africa in I1977.) *

[J Ottawa created in 1978 a
voluntary code of conduct to
prod Canadian firms active in
South Africa  to behave as
model employers, but it has
neither systematically distrib-
uted the code to the companies
nor required them to repon on
their compliance,  *°;

O Ottawa in 1579 ordered
Polymer, a Crown corporation,
to shed its investment in South
Africa on the grounds that the
+Canadian - Government should
not profit from apartheid. Yet
the Government now owns
shares in’ Massey-F
which invests in South Africa.

The principles are still valid.
The practices should conform
to them. v T 0 R Rl g s
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|- BYSTEPHEN CLARKSON - -

Mr. Clarkson is a professor of political
economy al _the University of Toronto and
author z[ Canada and the Reagan Chal-
lenge: Crisis and Adjusiment, 1981-1985,

recently published in"a second edition’ by’

James Lorimer and Co. -

External Alfairs Minister Joe

Clark’s green paper on foreign poli-
cy inspired two responses In the media
and the Commons. .

The sophomoric quality of the paper's
analysis was mocked as an inadequate
basis for a serious public debate on the
future of Canada's international rela-
tions, At the same time, critics pointed
out the uselessness of the proposed parlia-
mentary review process when such major
decisions _as whether to engage in Star
Wars research or free trade with the

" United States will be made elsewhere and _

long before the revicw is complete.

These inittal responses have obscured a
| far more important fact about Brian
| Mulroney's new Canada and its place in

the world. A strong case can be made that
la genuine debate about Canada's loreign
1 policy future was precluded the day Mr.
‘n)ulmney became Prime Minister of
Canada, Eight months ago, he brought to
his office a mindset unique among prime
ministers In Canadian
‘Mulroney, Canada has one great good
friend In the world — the United States —
*and all internatlonal policy decisions flow
Jfrom that belief. .- i

gL Q

.domestic poiitics —~ from

THE PUBLICATION last week of

istory., For Mr,,

Cr T

many ways In which Mr. Mulroney has
continued previous Liberal practices In
anding out
patronage to propping up industrial losers
— that It is easy to lorget how radically
he has transformed Canada's internation-
al stance. la stark contrast to the broad
range of Internal policy questions on
which the Prime Minister has shown a
remarkable elasticity of principie, he has
brought to Canada‘’s extemnal policles a
clear and apparently fixed world view
formed by his own experience as a North
American,

The boy from Baie Comeau, a lown in
Canada’s resource hinterland, grew up in
the continentalist certainty that Canadian
prosperity was a direct product of U.S.
enterprise. Later, the labor lawyer who
became the branch manager for a Cleve-

land steel company enjoyed his prime

professional experience as a Canadian
agent hired to do whatever jobs, from
repatriating more capital to ciosing the
mine at Schefferville, his U.S. directors
required.

1t Is not surprising that the world view
which Mr. Mulroney's brought to the
Prime Minister's office was essentlally
restricted to North America. Unlike his
predecessors, he had travelled little

abroad and had no parliamentary experi- -

ence in o‘)poshlon or in government with
global policy matters. It is more surpris-
Ing that, for all the narrowness of hls
horizons and his lack of international

" experience, he lmposed his world view on

his Government immediately following
his victory in September. **Good rela-

.50 much aitention bas been paid to the, ', Hons, super relations with the United

Why bother to debate -
ada’s foreign policy?

" States will be the comel:stone-ol our for.

eign policy,” he boasted.
. He proceeded to deliver. His first ma.
or action was a courtesy visit to U.S,

resident Ronald Reagan in Washington

ust eight days after taking office. His
irst major public speech was to Wall

. Street’s money managers at the Econom-

lc Club In New York. He downgraded the’

,external affalrs minister’s power In the -

Cabinet committee system. At the same
time he made 1t clear that he, not Mr.
Clark, wasg going to take personal charge
of the U.S. relationship as if he was his
own Minister of American Relations. His
self-conscious mission was to establish
the clasest prime ministerial rapport with
the U.S. president since Mackenzie King
courted Franklin D. Roosevelt,

The White 1llouse was patently
delighted. Rlchard Burt, a presldential
foreign-policy adviser, spoke glowingly
last autumn of *“recreating the ‘special
relationship’.” The remark expressed the
euphoria of the moment. It did not seem
to recognize that to return to the type of

preferential rapport Canada and the Unit. .

ed States had offered each other In the.

early 1950s would require changes in both
capitais. .

or his part, Mr. Mulroney proceeded

to abolish the Foreign Investment Review
Agency (FIRA) and to skewer the Nation.
al Energy Program (NEP), thereby
showing his comprador's proclivity for
redefining Canadian national interests in
terms pleasin

by announcing that Canada would not

to Washington. He reaf- *
firmed the old tenets of quiet diplomacy,

had first cleaned up its own, though fag
less damaging, sources of pollution. )

The military side of this new continen-
talism was the Government’s hasty ac-
ceptance of the Pentagon's current stra-
tegic thinking. Participation in the North
Wamning System and the commitment of
1,200 more troops to Europe have fore-
closed the consideration of altemative
military scenarios In conventional de-
fence. Defence Minister Erik Nielsen has
at least shown consistency In rejecting
g;nbuc participation: apart from the Star

ars decision, there is nothing much left
to discuss, -

When you take Into account this coun-
try’s new postures in these vita] areas, It
is clear that the Canadian Government
has done everything In its power to ingra-
tiate itself with the United States and
make its relationship with Uncle Sam
*'special”. But the benefits flowing {rom
these actions are hard to discern. Al
though the Prime Minister's political
reputation was built on his talents as a
negotiator, he has used a novel negotiat.
ing strategy with the United States. He
has given up every major bargaining chip
he held without managing to achieve any
significant concessions from the United
States. :

There is no indication that the U.S.
Government has aitered its view of Its
own national interests as far as the Unit-
ed Natlons or disarmament negotiations
are concerned, Issues that Ottawa claims
to still consider important. Nor has Wash-

* ington changed I8 imperial style with

Ottawa, as its fallure to consult over the
Nicaragua trade embargo confirmed. The
Reagan Administration has doggedly
refused to curb its emissions of pollu-

. tants, indicating that Canada has not
ton, Mean-

gained Influence in Washing|
while, protectlonist threats to constrain
Canadian lumber and steel exports (o the

" press thy Americana on acid raln untll it ; United States grow ever, sironges in_a

Congress apparently unmoved by Mr.
Mulroney's deference.

By June, 1984, when the Trudeau era
came to a close, a healthy political equi-
librium had been estabiished between
Canada and the United States. Following
the 1981 crisis provoked by the new Rea-
gan Administration's hysterical response

‘10 the NEP and FIRA, Ottawa had
* smoothed over the maijn points of conten-
" tlon with Washington, ' '

Since the appointment of the business.
like George Shultz as Secretary of State
In 1982, the Canadian-U.S. relationship
had functloned on the basis of an honest
recognition of differences of interest,
bargaining that was more open but still
tough, and, consequently, a greater re-’
spect by each side for the legitimate po-
sitions of the other, [Ty

At 1ts successful United Nations Law of
the Sea negotiations, in the settling of the

.. East Coast marilime boundary dispute by

the International Court of Jusiice, at the
economic summits, even in Pierre Tru-
deau's valedictory peace initiative, Cana-
da had demonstrated a considerable

- maturity on the International stage.

Now, under new management, the
Canadian Government has reverted to the
historicaliy more comfortable if less dig-
nified posture of continental dependence
as the first principle governing its inter-
national relations. If the essence of our
new foreign policy is a US.-centred
stance, then Canada’s relations with the
rest of the world are constrained political.
ly by the requirement not to offend Wash-
Ington and limited financially by commit.
ments to expand a military establishment

" tled to Pentagon strategy.

This is the ‘main reason why publlc
discussion of the banal questions raised
by the green paper can only be an exer.
cise in futility: the big decisions have
beenmade., . ... .. e
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MPs to be told

By HUGH WINSOR

Globe and Mail Reporter
OTTAWA —-A green paper on
foreign policy questions to be
tabled in the Commons today paints
a gloomy picture of Canadian eco-
nomic prospects, and suggests that
Canadian power'and influence in
the world bave dec!med in men:

y?-‘aced with a declmmg sha:e of
the world's trade and the stripping
away of Canada's traditional com-
petitive-advantage in natural re-
sources, the
form of special trading relationship
with the United States as a solution.

with the notion of free trade and
with a biliteral framework agree:
ment that could cover special trade
arrangements in selected sectors,
but coxtains po rewmmended pro-
A.hhmgh it outtines in some de-
tail the &fficult environment facing
exports and stresses the
weakness of Canadian competitive-
ness, the“paper deals with most of
the central fareign poicy issues by
posing questians which the Govern-
ment bopes-will_prompt a.national

Jooks to some -

dxalogue as they are dealt withby a
special joint committee of senators
and members of Parliament.’

The paper catalogues all of the’
traditional trade-offs on collective”
security and defence, on peace-,
keeping and disartnament and on-
foreign aid and economic develap-,
ment. But its central preoccupation ,
is with trade, which accounts for,
about 30 per cent of Canada’s gross,
national product — a perceniage,
second only to that of West Germa- |
ny—andthusha.sanxmmense
impact on jobs and prosperity.

In share of the world market,.
Canada has falien from fourth to?
eighth place among leading traders
and, in particular, is losing out on .

“the share of manufactured exports, !

a sector which produces the most
jobs.

In the one area where Canada
has been doing better, in the U.S.
market spurred on by a 7icent .
dollar, there are concerns about °
rising protectionism in Washington. .

While the paper points to the
benefits that might come from bet. .
ter Canadian access to the large
U.S. market, it puts much less

. ‘emphasis on what might happen m"F

Canadian industries when exposed
to tougher American competition. [
The paper also questions the
current policy of protecting Cana-
dian textiles, footwear, clothing,
automobiles and agriculture!
against full competition, but again |
throws the question out for public/

response.

Declines in Canada’s internation- ,
al competitiveness and in Canadian |
defence efforts are cited as two,
reasons for a paralle] fall in Cana-*
dian capacity to influence interna-
tional security and political affairs.

“In recent years, allies have-
‘sensed less active Canadian partici-
pation in international political
institutions.” :

The paper promises Canada will
be a *‘good global citizen™ deter-
mined to play a more upbeat role at .
the United Nations, in the Common-
wealth and the association of
French-speaking nations and other
international bodies and in promot- -
ing development im the Third
World.

Canada’s membership in NATO
is not open to questian, but the
paper does question whether the
country can or should try to main-
tain all of the rcles assigned to it
and sees some trade-off between an
expensive presence in Europe and
paying more attention to the asser.
tion of sovereignty and control in
North America and on the North
Atlantic.
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PCs wat publicinput on Star Wars

.il

, l
o L o By JEFF SALLOT ." ecelvo the views' o(.Cdnndmns as’‘one clement" originally wanted a decision by the end ol (hIJ
|

o . (;mb.a.m Mall Reporier f' Y -‘., nwhlch we base ourjudgmenl woe N " * "month. The deadline has since been dropped,, " **
" OTTAWA —The federal Government mlght g “Mr.sClark sald; that'an a proprlalé forum " The Star Wars research proposal Is pelun{;
.ot make a decision on participation In S(al"r would b# a special'Commons.Senate committee * mixed reviews in Western European capitals.!
Wars research for Another three or four months, -4 00 {oreign pollcy, which the Government pro- i{ France has sald 1t Is not Interested and senlor
External Alfairs Minlsler Joé Clark $aid ygsler'- -£'posed 'to creaté 1o study Otawa’s green paper - - British officials have raised quesfions. - .14 -

day. And In the meantimey It would liké {0 heal‘ "“’V{"‘ foreign policy, published Tuesday. - % dpposition partlés In Canada and ln sou\ea
A(hc views of averagc Cann&iuns g A' S l;!enl 'Ronzﬂ'd R(ingnn (] con(|m\{(erk al *} Europesn countries oppose any par;lclpuliotn i’
N ategic' Defence Initiatlve, commonly known . Star Wars, even initial tesearch, because ‘they:

i r:‘r‘:‘%ﬁvﬁf‘:‘ulrﬁcﬂ"‘:%gﬂ'ﬁfg c‘lgilldl:gf 1“,:’ . ad.Star Wars, 15 A theoretical proposal fo defend: view it as a dangerous escnla(mn of lhe arms.
und. of June on whether Canada will take part I’ North America and Western Europe from Soviet ;‘ race into space. i Vo T

'l‘he research [or;WashIngton's proposed spa ““"léz' ‘l‘"“‘fikl"“ would use antt:misslié Bys"l ‘Last month, Oltawa uppolmcd a senlm‘ 0]
ms deployed In bpace. " cial, Arthur Kroeger, to examine all aspecld ol‘

k’nscd strategle defance system. b i The first phasé 1sta $26-bili research pro-, '~Washm ton's invitation, including the possible'
" Dt he toid renorter5 yeslerday lhnt e havehi urnm lo determine feasibitity. '} ~ economic, scientific and technological nems
io make adeclsion someétime in the next thréé or ‘The United States ‘invited Cnnnda and other "7

«' 1 Jfor Canada. His report is expecled..
. -by the end of June.
» In the Commons yeslerday, Mr:
: o (Clark accused the opposition par-
T sties ol trying to deny Canadians a
, forum to express thelr views on
’ Canadian participation  In Star
oo \Wars research, cioser trade links
" with the United States and other
Lot . .aspects of foreign policy.
o 2 The Liberals and the New Demo-
' cratlc Party have said they will not
" aparticipate in the proposed joint
committee because Mr. Clark's
;green paper does no( deal wllh lhe
tar Wars issue,

four months. . .. }t wouid be very helpful to us to * Western allies to participate in the research and

e : The major (orelgmpoucy Issue o(
o : «national defence ts not addressed in
b : . the green paper, Indicating that the

i "Qovernment 14, nol serious about
S ' {publla discussion of the issue, the
' : Ihay nts and NP critics §nld Tues:

ARy,
C'We do hol wanl’ lo be a party (o
a fraud on the peopie of Canada,"
Uberal Leader John Turner sald In
explanation for the opposluon boy-.
cpn of the commlittep,
1t s **showin omemp( for (he
. peaple of Canada® to hold loreign-
’ pollcy review hearings on the greeh
aper when the Cabinet will have
o already declded the Star Wars re-
search  question, NDP: Leader
Edward Broadbent said.
The opposition hoycott means
that there cannot be any puhtic
.hearings becnuse [here cannol bea’

committee, C|ark ‘told  the
louse.

R




LE DEVOIR - COUPURES DE PRESSE

A) Editoriaux - Commentaires - Analyses

1) "Commerce et tiers-Monde par Lise
Bissonnette, le

14 mai 1985
2) "A la course" par Lise Bissonnette, le 17 mai
1985

3) "Que faire d'un livre vert gui est plutdt
gris" par Paul Painchaud, le 27 mai 1985

4) "I1 faut aller de 1l'avant et participer a la
consultation" par Paul Painchaud, le 3 juin
1985 .

B) Reportages - Informations

5) "Clark sa situation oblige le Canada a opter
pour la libéralisation du commerce
international™ par Bernard Descdoteaux, le 15
mai 1985
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C’EST AUJOURD'HUI quelesecré-  ciété d'expansion des exportations 2 la rare qualité du réalisme, pro-

taire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures
du Canada, M. Joe Clark, rend enfin

SEE), et comptait en 1983 pour 729%
es $4 milliards de financement

public son livre vert Compétitivité et - qu'elle consentait. Et surtout, beau- .
sécurité: Orientations pour Jes rela- - coup plus que tout autre pays indus--
tions extérieures du Canada. Le titre - trialisé, le se sert de son pro- -
méme témoigne de I'importance ', gramme d'aide aux pays pauvres

qu'y prendra le commerce extérieur - pour soltenir ses propres exporta- .
du pays, qui compte pour prés de *~ teurs. Prés de 80% de l'aide cana—
309, du PNB et qui traverse, malgré ' .dienne ést ainsi «i¢e» 2 nos propres

une balance actuellement trésfavo-  intéréts, et 109; de nos exportations
rable, une crise qui 2 fait glisserle verslespaysenadév ment se fi- -
- Canada, depuisune quinzaine d’an- nancent & méme les budgets d'assis- .

nées, du quatriéme au huitidme rang  tance. C'est trois fois 1a moyenne des
des pays exportateurs. On se préci- pays membres de I'Organisation de
pitera donc sur 'encyclique tant at- coopération et de développement
tendue pour y découvrir les straté~.  écoromigue (OCDE). le Ca-
gies d'amélioration de la position . nada estYun des plus grands utilisa-
concurrentielle canadienne. Mais, - teurs du «crédit mixtes, un mélange
comme vient de le rappeler A point - .d'aide et de lignes de credit aux pays
nommé I'lnstitut Nord-Sud —unor- = en ent, que dénoncait ré-
ganisme sans but loeratif vené A J'a--+ cemment le président de 1a Banque:
nalyse des politiques & I'égard des 7
pays en développement — il faudra ~ tirés par ce que ce crédit peut leur -
scruter de prés les soutiens publicsd - permettre d'acheter dans Jes pays ri-
I'exportation qui sont du protection= _ _ches, les pays pauvres ont moins de-;
nisme déguisé, et qui Servent sou~ i-ressources 2 consacrer i leurs be--,
vent mieux les intéréts canadiens - _ scins les plus urgents, que le marché .

que ceux du tiersmonde. . - - -7: local pourrait satisfaire. - -
En janvier dernier, le ministre-du Le plus ironique, explique I'Insti.
Commerce extérieur, M. James Ke} i, Clest cette béquille n'a gudre.
leher, publiait deux documents de  améloré la situation du commerce
consultation, 'un sur le libre- extérienr canadien Quard les expor-

échanpe Canada-Etats-Ums, Yautre tateurs d'ici se mesurent aux autres
sur cette délicate question du finan-  sans la distorsion des subsides,

cement des exportations Le 3 comme dans le cas des contrats
a fait recette, I'autre non. C] 'estice gu'accordent les organismes multi-

. dernier que S'attache YInstitat Nord-  latéraux de développement, ils ob-

Sud, convaincu que les orientatians - tiennent moins que leur part nor-
qu'on retiendra auront eneffet dé-  Tmale, ce qui semble témoigner d'un
terminant sur les relations ¢z Ca- . dynamisme interne insuffisant, ou -

rada avec Je tiers-monde. - @une paresse & cOnquérir ces mar-
. L7Institut répite avec Cantresqne - Chés, trop couvés qu'ils sont par ail- |

raide aux exportationsparienr i-. WX alesoe ) 0

nancement public est éconmmirpne- - Tl est vraitoutefois que les expor-

ment inefficace, dansla mesareod tateurs ne sont pasles seuls coupa-
elle soutient souvent des bies, puisque le tiers-monde lui-
ui seraient i de faire face. Inéme notamment dans sa partiela
1a concrrrence imernationale. Elle «développées, a appris & jouer -
magquille ainsi Jeur faibiesse sarsla  Jes pays donateurs lesuns contre les -
corriger. Le Canada est potrtant Fun~ autres et 2 créer ainsi une spirale in-
des pays qui utilise le pluslourde- flationniste dans les subventions i
ment ce type ¢"intervention dansI'é- I'exportation. Le jour odle Canada
conomie, notammest pour stimuler e pourra plus demeurer dans la
nos exportations versles payspau-  Course, sa sitratégie risque de s'effon-
vres. Le tiers-monde dang son en-  drer delleméme. .
semble est le plus fort chent de )2 So-

T AT 936 (32/5i

rt-Export des Etats-Unis. At... aidant 3 établir des

L7Institut, dont le tiers-mondisme

pose au gouvernement canadien une
stratégie A plusieurs volets, qui pour-

Tait assurer une transition harmo-
nieuse vers des relations commer-

ciales Xlus saines et moins paterna- -
listes.

court terme, suggéret-il, les

exportateurs devraient encore se -

aloir du financement pubdlic, au

moins 1A ol leurs concurrents inter- -

rationaux bénéficient aussi du sou-

tien de leurs gouvernements. Maisle °
Canada devrait se faire le champion *

d'ure n

ociation internationale sur -

le controle de ces mesures. Il devrait -

aussi pousser les entreprises cana-
diennes 2 s’avancer plus audacieu-
sement surle marché des contrats
accordés par les organismes multi-
latéraux, comme la Banque mon-
diale et les banques régionales de dé-

veloppement (Asie, Afrique),enles .

. lir des données, préparer leurs offres
de services. Enfin si on décide de

contacts, recueil- |

maintenir et méme d’ajouter2la .|

pratique du «crédit mixtes, il fau--

drait équilibrer cette largesse en |

permettant a I'Agence canadienne
* de développement international

(ACDI) de «déliers une pluslarge

partie de son aide. .
" Quand le Canada a résolument

choisi I'aide liée, le gouvernement

vendait ce concept enfaisant valoir
que les bénéfices des en ises ca-
nadiennes feraient mieux accepter,

parla population, I'effort d'assis- -

tance au tiers-monde. Le résultat est
dérisoire: on a, depuis, réduit deux
fois 1a croissance prévue du pro-
gramme canadien d'aide au tiers-
monde. L'argument ne tient plus

. Dans quelques forums internatio-

paux, M. Clark a déja fait des sug-
- gestions pour assurer une meilleure.

mscigme des pays industrialisésde- -
. vant ]a spirale des subventions A I'ex-

- tion. 1y 2 12 aussi, il ne faut pas

-.1'oublier, une source d’économie
pour les finances publiques, ce qui
devrait convenir au credo conserva-
teur. Le livre vert donnera 1a mesuare
A 1a fois de sa logique, et des prin-

_cipes généreux qu'il continue & dé-
fendre,

— LISE BISSONKETTE .
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ANS le livre vert 'que viexit de publierle se- .

D crétaire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures, M.
: Joe Clark, le chapitre qui traite des «axes

‘de changement» n'en propose, & vrai dire, qu'un " = .

:seul ol I'on sente que le gouvernement canadien a
~d3‘1ha( ait'sonlit. Il s'agit de 1a libéralisation des
.'é nges commerciaux entre le Canada et les
' Etats-Unis. Pas de ise. Du Discours du trdne
‘de novemhre dernier jusqu'aux engagements du
tsommet Reagan-Mulroney en mars & Québec, le
Fnouveau gouvernement conservateur n'a jamais
*dévié de sa course vers I'élargissement de 'accds

‘tout en sacrifiant au rituel de 1a pesée des avan-
.tages et inconvénients, montre plus clairement
-encore ol son coeur loge. Il va droit versun <ac-
‘cord commercial globals, c’est-h-dire Je plus large
libre<£change possible entre les deux pays. -- -
7 Lelivre.vert présente quatre.o
_statu quo, qu'il écarte rapidement. 2) Un accord- ¢
"cadre bilatéral, qui ressemblerait 4 une entente

-de principe mais sans effet contraignant. 3) Des__.

.arrangements sectoriels, tels ceux qu'avait com-
menc§ 2 débattre Yancien gouvernement libéral,

.mais ol 'on'voit des problémes de eSymétries. 4) .

-Un accord commercial globalqui irait au-del des
-engagements actuels des deux Rays dans Je cadre
-de I'accord international du GATT, pour leverla
plupart des obstacles tarifaires et non-tarifaires
entre le Canada et les Etats-Unis Toute 1a discus- |
ssion qui suit 1a
jexercice d'apaisement des réticences.
t . Pour procéder & cette .rué)ture qui va contre
itoute ire politigue du Canada, méme si elle
§entre les deux pays, le gouvernement Mulroney
sprofite d'un courant d'opinion qui n’a jamais été
»aussi favorable. Plusieurs sondages indiquent
iqu'une forte majorité de Canadiens, partout & tra-
ivers le pays, ne voit pas de menace dans une plus
igrande intégration économique, et la souhaite
;probablement. Les intéréts provinciaux, long-
.lemps trés conflictuels dans cette affaire, conver-
-gent plus clairement que jamais: les premiers mi-
-nistres des

“niadien sa timidité sa cour aux Américains;
‘}e ministre québécois du Commerce extérieur, M,

Bernard Landry, est devenul'un des avocats les
.plus z&}és du libre-échange avec les Etats-Unis;

;tout en affi¢hant 1a plus grande prudence, & cause |

.des pressions des industries ontariennes qui au-

";raient le plus & perdre dans certains secteurs, les -
.dirigeants de la province voisine n'étalent plus ::-

ileurs réticences et auraient méme donné au mi-
. nistre {&déral du Commerce extérieur, M. Kelle-
“-her, ua début de feu vert pour une exploration.

ti Les milieux concourent aussi & I'ou-

provinces de 'Ouest, réunis il y a deux -
‘jours, ont méme reproché au gouvernement cg- -

ATACOURSE .7 .07

Sy
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Samy
e des débats, 1] est lui-méme revenu de loin. 11 ‘
en douceur, au fil des années, son credo

" -dela «troisi¢éme option» qui prétendait équilibrer -

-—- & controle sur
tions. 1) Le ———pressions protectionnistes: 1a Maison-Blanche

" lui-méme faire probléme et gommer

' lation qui j
i dien au % américain Mais ie vm_‘:_,_dansunere on qui sera toujours inégale. On est

le poids américain dans le commerce canadien en -

. setournant résclument versI'Europe et le Paci-

ue, pour aboutir; au déhut des années 80, & une -
itique comnmerciale qui chercherait le libre-
g:hzngesectonela\(ecl'inevighleetpuissantvoi- :
Le consensus canadien devient tel qutlpourrats '
prudence,
ohnubilé par le emomentums américain dont on

" dit, & Ottawa, qu'il faudra le saisir & Vautomne ou

jamais. Tl faudrait avoir I'accord global en poche -

d’icideux ans, une période o le président Rea- :
iste entre tous, exercera le plus -

un congrés ol se manifestent des

romet de les jouer les unes contre les autres. -
‘échec du sommet de Bonn au chapitre des

. échanges commerciaux, et le donte qui pése ~

_ 'maintenant sur la reprise des négociations du~,

GATT, favorisent un repli vers des pourparlers bi- |

latéraux. Les enseignements de 1a récession sont .

7 encore frais et permettent d’atténuer la résis-—

* désTautomne, conclure un accord er vue d’un ac-
ntation de ces optionsestun -

;correspond & 1a dynamique réelle des échanges

A

i
Iverture. L’ancien ministre libéral des Finances,

‘M. Donald Macdonald, a annoncé il y a déja plo-

“sieurs mois que le rapport de la Commission . -

royale sur I'union économique canadienne, qu'il
jpreéside, se prononcerait pour le libre-échange Ca-
. nada-USA, et (Au'n s'agissait 1, pour les membres
,de ce groupe, d’'une conversion difficile mais réa-
-liste. L'Iastitut C.D. Howe, think tank ontarien
-écouté, vient de publier une étude qui bat en bré-
- che 1a moindre objection politique, culturelle, éco-
‘nomique, & cette hypothése. Enfin, méme sile
.Parti libéral du Canada se tient prudemment au

- presseactuelle fait
- ment
. chéancier mord sur le contenu, avec les

tance des milieux industriels en leur faisant mi. -

roiter I'élargissement du marché. Bref, il faudrait,

cord, de facon & embrayer sans retour. | i
Mais outre ce mouvement de fond, 'inclination .
naturelle du gouvernement conservateur, et bien- -
tdt les analyses de la Commission Macdonald, les
données réelles d'une aussi extraordinaire négo- -
ciation sont absolument inconnues des Canadiens.”
Les simulations d'effets par secteurs et parré- °
glons ne sont encore que supputations d’anatystes -
et on ne connalt méme pas, de fagon le moindre-

ment élaborée, les objectifs du gouvernement ca- .
. nadien. Cherche-t-il avant tout le plus vaste accds ',
au marché américain, ou définira-t-il au départ .
quelques intangibles, dans le domaine des com- "
munications ou de 1a culture par exemple? La -
nser & celle du gouverne-- -
péquiste en matidre constitutionnele, od I'é--
ues -

de donner & un Kuissant vis-3-vis plus de leviers®
qu'il n'er a déja. - : oo
- Le garde-fou minimum, dans cette affaire, se- ~

: rait d'assocler les provinces 4 1a réflexion f6dé-

rale, pour définir les ‘&aramétres dela négocta- -
tion, et ses exigences de base. Lors de son passage
au DEVOIR, mercredi, M. Clark s’est montré fort
évasif & cet égard. Mais toute autre formule se- *

" rait impensable, & cause des enjeux régionaux -

d'un tel accord international. Le gouvernement du
Québec, jusqu'd présent satisfait des consulta-
tions informelles d'Ottawa, réclamera d'dtre as-

- socié & toutes les étapesdela négo«:iatloné méme

les plus préliminaires, de signer lui-méme un

" éventuel traité, et dele faire ratifier par son As-

semblée. 1

espre

que d'autres provinces I'exige-

. ront aussl, Rien ne permet de croire qu'Ottawa

sera aussi «provincialisies, mais |] ne saurait évi- -
ter de donner un statut important & ses partenal-
res, et le plus rapidement possible. Ne serait-ce !

ue pour démontrer & Was on que la peau deJ-_
Yours n'est pas déji vendue sars enchéres. '

— UISE BISSONNETTE .
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PAUL PAINCHAUD

&cent livre vert du ministre Joe
lark sur les relailons extériea-
res canadiennes. On peut le juger
en fonctlon de son contenu, ou

ICL Y A deux facons de juger le
I

comme instrument d'une consulla- -

tion dont 1] doit servir de rampe de
lancement.

Au niveau de son contenu, les
premiers commentajres de la
presse ont été plutdl négatifs. Dans
une large mesure, cette réaction

critique est justlfiée. Tout d'abord, -

ce documenl reprend quelques-
unes des falblesses du texte qul a
€16 publié en (970 par le gouver-
nement Trudeau sous je titre « Une
polltlcaue étrangére au service des
Canadiens», et en particulier un
certaln nombre de platitudes. Par
exemple : 1a liste des valeurs el des
aspirations canadiennes (unité na-
tionale, souveraineié et indépen-

" dance, prospérité économique,

etc.), comme si ces valeurs

SFP
Sis
Y4 4]

CPDd Ja
PUBLICATION

TEER JLo
inY  AnCY

n'étajent pas & 1a base méme de
tout Etat, quel qu'il solt, comme s1
les Canadiens avalent besoin de ces
lapalissades pour penser correc-
tement leur politique étrangére. On
sombre jcidans un moralisme so-
porifique de §-10-15. Alnsi, les Ca-
nadiens n'ont pas besoin de se faire
dire qu'ils « resten) déterminés b
coniribuer & I'édificatlon d'un
monde plus sQr, plus prospére, et

lus humain ». Les Canadiens at-

endent de leur gouvernement des
choix politiques clairs, et non des

. sermons bureaucratiques.

On retrouve cette banaiité dans
les pages d'informalion qui accom-
Pagnenl le texte principal sur la sf-

uatlon des différenles régions du

monde et sur les golltiques canf. .

diennes actuelles A leur endrolt. 1

e0t mieux valu de ne pas procéder .

A cette analyse trés sommaire des
tntérdts régionaux du Canada plu-

131 que de se préter A un exercice
qui n‘est d’aucune utilité réelle. En
eflet, non seulement la présenta-
tion des diverses régions du monde
se raméne-t-elle & une sorte d'atlas
inslpide — par exemple, lorsqu'on
mle de la région Asie-Pacifique en

iquant que « certaines zones res-
tent bles, notamment 1a pénin-

-sule de Corée, le Kampuchea, les

Phlll&plnes, fe Sri Lanka et I'Af
hanistan » sans dégager la spécl-
icilé de chacune de ces instabllités
et leur impact & 'échelle globale —
mals, en oulre, on se contente de
rappeler I'intérét historique du Ca-
nada pour ces réglons, la plupart du
temps en lermes exclusivement
économiques, sans donner les ori-
Flnes des cholx qui furent falts A
égard de chacune d'entre elles, et

ar conséquent sans fournir aux

anadiens le moyen de décider de
I'importance relative de chacune
rour le pays, comme le livre vert
es invite A le faire. De plus, aprés
avolr aflirmé en préambule que
« le Grand Nord occupe une place
distincte dans notre cohscience et
notre identjté nationaie », le livre

vert n’esquisse méme pas la possi: - -
bilité d'une véritable politique cir- ~ "trop i un colem

cumpolaire (ntégrée, seule région
internationale on le Canada est |

ph! siquement présent..
‘est celle absence de perspec-

. tive géopolitique précise qui con-

fére au document son caractére de
banalité. Ainsl, aprés avoir affirmé
que V'intégrité du milieu nalurel
constituait Yune des valeurs fon-
damentales de Ja population cana-
dienne -- ce qui est loin d'étre
prouvé —, le livre vert omet com-
Pletement de proposer une stra-

égle écologique Internationale
d'ensemble. Le territoire canadien,
par sa situation, sa dimension, ses
caractéristiques propres, justifie-
rait amplement t‘ue la politique
étrangére canadienne en fasse
Vune de ses préoccupations majeu-
res. Car les problémes de Penviron-
nement mettent aussi en causela
sécuritédupays i longterme,eld
ce niveau le Canada peut jouer un

. r8le original. On pourrait fatre la

méme remarque au sujet des
océans.

(Envérité, le livre vert du minis-
tre Joe Clark se présenle comme
un diagnostic, dans I'ensemble hon-
néte et bien écrlt ~ pour une fois,
dans un document fédéral, la ver-
slon-frangaise ne ressemble pas

sé —mals éga- -
lemenl Besslmls e sur le contexte
international nouveau dans lequel
fy-

Que faire d’un livre vert qui est plutét gris? -

~le Canada évolue, On lif ce docu-
ment comme une série de lamen-

. tations. On y trouve trés peu d'in-
dications posiives sur la place du
Canada dans le monde, sur ia spé-

ciflcité durdle quil peut jouer. La

siluation, certes, est grave mais
elle I'est pour lous les pays et on ne
mobilisera pas les Canadiens avec
ce genre de pessimisme. Le Ca-
nada ne peut pas &tre influent par-

tout, et I'influence n'est pas un ob- -

jectif ensol, comme le suggére le
document. Elle doll &tre un instru-
ment au service d'intéréts bien spé-
cifiques, définis comme priorilai-
resdans le moyen terme. Or c’est
cette spécificité et cette hiérarchie
dans les orienlations extérieures
globales du Canada qul manquent
au livre vert et qui rendront di(i-
cile son utilisallon comme instru-
menl de débat public. Ce gouver-
nement a pourtanl montré par son
dernier budget qu'il pouvait faire
des choix. Pourquol ne peut-il en
faire lorsqu‘u s'agit de polilique
étrangdre ' i

Enfin, le document confond sou-
vent objectifs de politique éiran.
gére et objectifs de politique inté-

- rleure. Les deux niveaux sont évi-

demment liés. Mals, par exemple, *

.

proposer comme orientation d'en-
semble la compétitivité des inves-
tssementsaccrusen R-D etdans .
I'enselgnement ne reldve pas
d'abord d'une décislon de politique
internationale. L'une des préoccy-
pations & l'origine de amélioration
du systéme d’éducation peut tre
externe, mais ce ne saurait 8tre la
seule pour définjir une politique
dans ce domaine. La création d'une
com‘)éuuvné canadienne repose
auss) sur un ensemble de cholx de
polilique intérieure. De méme, la
négoclation d'un accord de libre-
échange avec les Etals-unis sou-
1éve toute une série de problémes
qui sont G'abord de caraciire in-
terne concernant le type de pays
que les Canadiens veulent dévelop-
per, c’est-A.dire des choix de so-
clété. Sur toutes ces questlons, le
débat devra s'organiser entre Ca-
nadiens en fonction d'abord d'un
modé&le interne, méme siles délis
internationaux sonl I'é1ément dé-
clencheur de cette réNexion.

Dans lensemble, le livre vert est
donc assez décevant du point de
vue de son contenu. Mais peut-il
8tre utile comme instrument d'une
consultation ? C'est ce que nous
verrons la semaine prochaine.
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* " ITTaul done considérer ca do-

'PAUL PAINCHAUD

' ELIVRE VERT du minlstre
oe Clark sur les relaflons ex-
&rieures du Canada, nous

Y'avons vu la semalne dernitre, est
décevani du point de vus de son
conlenu. Maig méme coinme ins-
lrumeni de consultation, ce docu-
:ment se devait J'dire plus complet,
.11y ades enjeux imporianisdels
diplomatle canadlenne qul n'y a
arulssent pas et A propos desque
a consullation pﬂ:rerl ¢ aurail é1é
Poccaston d'un vérilable exercice
pédagogique. De plus, si 1'on exclul
quelques Incantalions moralisatrl-
ces el girupeuses, Hirées du livre
d’lieures de John Diefenbaker, la
docnment de M. Clark est essentle)-
Tement défuitiste. lne devrall pas
Y'etre, car détinic deaobjectiis de
olttiqus éirangdre, b I'heurse ac-
uelle — el cela esl vral pour le
Québec —, c'est en indme Jemps

délinir le profll d'yne soclété. Co Il
vre vert est pauvre en spéctiicilés

" canadlennessurlascéne Injerna-
f1onale. Eafin, co document est
suns courage réel Sous préiexie de-
laisser les Canadiens #exprimer U-
bremenl, il se refuse A propaser des |
choix motivés. 1l pose des ques- -
lions, comme 2'i] 8'sglsaall d'amé-
nager un vasie séminaire d'univer-
8i18. Mais on ne fal{ Jm une bonne

litigue étrangtre dans Je bla-bla-
la. Il aurai! fallu que le gouver-
Inement dise sux Canadiens:.,

. Finformation et les cholx h ua polag
qui rend )a consultation elle-mims

1) un documeni b cld, qua le gou-
vernement lul-méme ne semble
pas avolr prig Lrbs au sérieux,

cument comme une pitce, parml
- d'autres possibles, pour amorcer o
processus de consultation. Car c’est
ce processus Jul-méme qui est dé-

sormals linportant. St 'on s'entend -
bien sur ce que doil &ire une con: .

sullation en polifique éiranglre, cet

- ¢xprcice peut &tre d'un intdréy réel -

pour 'avenir da Ia diplomaite car
.nadienne, Sur ce poin}, le gouver-
nement a ralson. Aprés plusde 40
ans d'une polllique élrangdre asses
siable dana seo postulals et ses

" orlentations, le momenl est venu de

. permetire aux Canadiens de se ro-
arder eux-mémes dans celle pro-

[« Volclce queje feral el pourquol. « {eclion vers Vextérieur. Cela, ils

i Avez-vous d'autres propositions 1 »
: A partir de ), un vral débai aurafl
'pu s'engager. En vérité, en cher-
chanl & rejoindre un public Lrds
vasie, supposémenl peu accoutumé

b disculer de politique Internalio- :

uyle, lelivre vert prendles Cana- |
diens pour deg Ignaranis. n dilue |

/

n'ont jamais eu Yoccaslon yralmen]
de le Iaire. SI un consensul pouvall

| e dégager gutour de quelqued pro-
| positlons dominantes, le suuver-
i hement disposerall ainst du prin-
clpal outll qui jul perimettsall dagir
avecefflcachié surls scineinter-

- natlonale. Cetle'consuliation dolt

" trésdifficlle, sinon superfiue. C'est .

- les partls d'oppo.

donc dire‘considéréde comme un
Instrument de la diplomatie cana-
dienne elle-mime, el non une entre-
rrlu paralidle. Pour ceile raison,.

es Canadisnsont un inidrdt réeldh .

:‘y l:nxlxeg. n unlld. u'tupoun:;b;:
o es parils n
ne Nr;?nmdper lve‘::ps.lkulleur.

Mats, en méma temps, 1} faui re-

connalire ce que celte consultation
ne peut pas donner. Et toul d'abord,
olle ne peut pas se substituer su
processus pormal de la diplomatie,’
qul suppoge souvenl dea décisions

- rapldes aur des questions dil
ngldess

fe gouvernement a rel-

son de meftre en ﬁnrdo Y'oplnion el
tion. Pour cetls

ralson, Ia consullation ne pourrs
tm" sur des sujsis trop précia.
4 commlssion parlementaire de-
via done décider du miveau des pro-
blémes b pborder, Par allleurs,
celie consuliation ne devrait pas

- remetire en cause les grandes op-

tions de Is diplomatie canadienne,
celles qui ont é1é faconndes au
coursdes ans aprds 1H), et sur les:
quelles Ul y a consensus sérieux : cé
serail Poccasion d'un bavardage
fnulile. De plus, cetie consulalinn

. Ao devrs pas ELrs pergue comme

menis de 1s socléié canadienne
pourront vraimeant 2y Iniéresser
d'une manitre acilve el réfiéchie.
Enfin, le Eouvemcment doi{ garder
toule sa Lberté devant les propost-
tions qul en émaneronl, cat les .
¢boix ds politique étrangére sonl -
souvent davantage délerminés par

d'avance 1ue seuls quelques élé é
3

- desfacteursexiernes el des déch-,

sions des autres Elals que parle
ouvernement Jui-méms. If aeratl
angereuxde créer desaienies .

&u.l. na pourraient pas dire uu.lul-‘

81, done, onse garde de trop d'if-
lusions el sl Pon en circonscriy lea
Umiles, Je processus de consuity- *
tion peut &ire Y'occasion d'une prise
de conscience importante au selg:
de V'opinion publique canadienna, .
Car le livre vert du ministee Joe
Clark.a tous de méme le mértle
d'introduire dans le débat public
deux dimensions qui en étuient su-
Lrefors A peu prés totaleinent ab-
sentes | L) le Cananda ne peut [):u
foul faire sur la scéne internalio-
vale; dea choix précia s'tmposent

‘quant aux niveaux, aux modep et -
thcn ng, 3)la,

S

_ partir de ceite probléma

lug de ressources, ol les Cana-
dlens doivenl accepter d'lavéstir A
¢ nlveau dang une perspective b
longTeirmaé. Les deux dimensions
sond Nées, mais disitncies. C'est A
ue fon-
dameatale que 1s com oB par-
lementaire devrait engager Je pro-
cessus da consullation : A savoir
que parce 1u'll faut payer, on ne
peut pas toul falre. Pu; séquen

ol sont les vraisin)éréis du'Ca-
“nmh of eclul-ci peul-i) &tre Jo plus

1

s? un consenaus se uépu ur
ces questions, U s’agira d'ung vérl-
able révolution, car
asdienne & voulu jusqu'icl qu'il
fallle #tre beau ¢l bon & toys el b
tout. Reconnalire avec luckdlié les
iimites de Faction inlemationale du
Canada constlluerali donc un fro-
freu\mljeur. Mals, ¢n méme
emps, 1a diplomalle canadienne
pourrsit se donner des objeclils
récis'de rendement et defticacité.
'ego nalional en soulirtra peut-
&ire, maisla rouuque rangtrea

d'abard pour {gnction de régler des
srnblemel. et non de crfer des
(aly d'dme, S e

. Lt

x .
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© OTTAWA — L& Canada ne peut plus se "
*payer le luxe de $'isoler derridre des barrid-
3, économiques ou polltiques. Sa politique
~extérieure doit refléler cette réalité en op-
1tant pour la libéralisation du commerce In- -
ternational et en renforcant notre accds au
 marché américain, ‘
. Telle esta principale prémisse du llvre
vert rendu public hier [Ja le Secrétalre
d'E:latl aux Affaires extérleures, M. Joe
Clark, qul engagealt ainsl une vaste consul-
"tation auprés des.Canadiens sur ce que doit
Alre la politique extérleure du Canada. .
i1 Présentée comme ld premiére révisionen
srofondeur depuls 15 ans de 1a politique ex-
érieure canadlenne, la proposition de M.
Clarkneretient toutefois quedeuk axesde
2ette politique: la sécurilé politique et mill-
,taire du Canada el la compéléuvité commer-
'clale du pays. Son document s'intitule d'all-}
“1gurs « Compétitlvité et sécurlté; orlenta-

“ﬂs pour les relalions extérieures du Ca-1
nadas. . e e . I
" De toute évidence, 1a réflexlon de M. Clark-
. ‘st dominée par Paspect écononilque et com- ¢
.érclal. 1l crolt m&me que l'influence que:(
-peut prétendre exercer le Canada sur la”
* rscéne Internationale est lée étroltement A sa |
‘ ‘[iuissance économique. A cet égard, Il se al-+
ue dans l¢ sillage des politiques libérales qui -
avalent engagé unrecentrage de la politique
.. bxtérieure canadienne en intégrant au minls-

""" tore des Alfatres extérieures tout le volet du

o+ ¢ommerce extérleur... .. -

'+ l'"La consultation dent Il est questian sera .

‘menée par un comlté conjoint des Com- -

“munes et du Sénat qui tiendra des audlences
Atraversle Canads. Sonrapport, qul devra
8lre remis en mal 86, sera pris au sérleux, as-
sure le ministre qul dit n'éire fermé A aucune
recommandation. Toutefols, ) appert déji -
que bien avant que le comitéait finl son tra-
vail, le gouvernement fédéral aura pris des
décistons qu'il sera difficlie de renverser.

_.Parml les décislons qul serant prises rapl-

vert sur Ia politique extérieure

la libéralisation du

o,

-dement, i1y a tout d’abord la participation
tanadienne A I'Inlliative de défense straté-
glque américaine (dite aussl Bouclier spatial

‘ot Guerre des étolles). Une décislon sera
prise en juin. 11y a ensuite 'amorce de dis-
cussions avec les Elats-Unlssur la conclu-
sion d'un accord commerclal bilatéral. Une

" consultation est déjA en cours. Ily a l'ouver-

. ture ﬁossible de négociatlons commerclales

multilatérales qul feront 'objet de travaux
_préparatoires au cours des prochains mois. I

"y a tout le volet des politiques de défense qul

A l'automne fera l'objet d'un énoncé gouver-
« Remental de politiques, | -,
i Le ministre ne cache pas par ailleurs qu'il
{ ades politlques que 'on ne veut pas remet.
re.en cause parce que fondamentales. C'est
“1e cas de la participation du Canada & 'ONU,
A PAlliance nUanu%ue (Otan) ou au Common-
wealth, A Norad. Il en est de mé me pour la
politique relative au contrdle des arme-

ments.. .., . ..
» M.Clatk 80 défend de tout cynlsme, ge dl-

sant convalncu que malgré les ap-
parences cette consultation ne sera
8&3 factice. Il explique que le gou-
‘vernement se devra de prendre des
“déclslons en cours de routq tar« lo
-maonde ne néus attendra pass. Par
'contre lleglime que le débat doit xe
_faire, }e plus large possible, ef que
devant des recommandations Una-
{nimes du comité lo gauvernement pe
sera fermé A aucune 'su§gesu°n. i
© Une des censlantes qul se dégage
dudocument de M. Clark cst 1a né-
" cessité pour le gouvernement de sou-
"meltre sa
atrlget réallsme {inancler, Les rés-
sourcos findhttdres du gouverne-
meni ne permetient pas de tout
falre. « La réduction du défictt bud-

. urr\\*, ST Y o — oo
+

ol} llue extérieured un,

“
(IS

ada d 0

‘

pter

commerce international

gétaire pourra nous commander de
restreindre davantage encore certai-
nes de nos aclivités dans le monde. 11
va nous falloir établir des priorités et
faire des cholx difficiles », écrit-il en
avant-propos de son document. -
M. (ﬂar s'est refusé de préciser si
ces « choix difficiles » pourront signi-
fier une réduction des budgets d'aide
Internationale qui constiluent une ¢l-
ble facile de compressions budgétal-
res. Ce genre de questions n'aura de
réponse que lora de la présentatlon
du budget, dit-1], expliquant qu'll s'a-
1t molns de restreindre I'ampleur de
a politique extérleure que de vouloir
&tre efficace. = - ot
C'est au nom du réalisme, duréa-
lisme économique cette [ois, que M.
Clark préche dans son document en
faveur d'une plus grande quverture
du Canada sur le monde, Le temps
est révolu ol on pouvalt s'isoler der-
ritre des barridres, dit-il en insistant
sur le falt que le systdme écono-:
ml?ue Internatlonal, tout comme le
gysiéme politique, est un réseau d'in-
terdépendances. « L'économle Inter-
nationalo est nolre ,économ‘lc ’, 88-

'1{uro lo minislre. | -
4

i1/jnaislance de M, Clark sur Ja né-
cesslid de s'hdapldr au contexta éco-
nomiqua inlornbtlonal repose sur sa
convictlon que l'tifllence du Canada
sur 1a scéne Inlernationale Lient pour
benrucouy A ga pulssance économi-
que. L'écanomie canadienne est la
neuvidme en inporlance dans l:
monde, mals ejle est de molns ¢
moins compétitive. Elle ne peut plla
misor sur sa poslilon privilégiée de
fournissour de matlbres premidres
eleloest de plusen plustributaire
de l'exportation d'articles manufac-
turés. Dans ce domaine, sa part du
marché international n'a cessé de ré-
gresser faule d'une compétitivité
suffisante, mals auss] A cause de fac-
teurs externes Lels le protecionisme,
les taux de change. '

Le Canada dolt commencer par se
protéger contre des phénoménes
comme le Frolecllonlsme. A tout sel-
gneur tout honneur, cela doit com-
mencer, estime-ton, avec les Etats-
Unis. Ceux-ci sont le partenaire com-
mercial le plus important du Canada
avec76.3% de ses exportatlons qui
vont vers ce seul marché. Les pres-
slons protectlonisles dans ce pays
sont de ce fait tds menagantes pour
tous les secteurs, sauf celui des cé-
réales. x

Le ministre plalde avec vigeur
pour la conclusion d'un accord quel-
tonque en afflrmanl que I'absence

d'accord risque de miner notre pros-
rérlté et mettre en cause des mil-
lers d’emplols. Cela pourrait aller
jusqu'ad metire en cause notre sou-
~veralneté politique, soclale et cpltu-
relle. Nous sommes toujours 4 la
merci d'une négoclatlon « donnanl-
donnant » avec les Etats-Unls tant
qu'll n'exlste pas d’accord commer-
clal, exrllgue-t-n. A Vinverse, un ac-
cord loind'assujetir le Canada l la
sujétion américaine poufrait Umiter
le cadre d'influence des Etats-Unis
sur la polilique Intérieure cana-
dienne. - v oo
‘. Cette négociation bilatérale avec
les Amérlcalns ne doit pas exclure,
selon M. Clark, le renforcement du
systéme économlique multilatéral, 11
faut renforcer 'accds des produits
canadiens aux marchés internatlo-
naux. L'ouverture d'un houveau
round de négaclations du Gatt doit se

' falre rarldemem. note-t-on tout en

reconnalssant que sl le Canada ople
pour uns polllk‘ue d'accdsaux mar-
chés étrangers Il lul faudra ausst ou-
vrir son marché aux prodults étran-
gers. Le pratectionlsme que le Ca-
nada pralique  'égard des secteurs
de la chaussure, du textlle, du véte-

 ment, de 'automoblle et des servi

ces financlers devra en conséquence
&tre remise en questlon.

Un mellleur accés aux marchés
étrangersrenforcera la compélitl-

vité des produits canadlens. Mals, es-
time le ministre, le Canada doit pren.
dre des mesures A plus long terme

ul eonslstent 4 aecroltre les inves-
tissements, la recherche et le déve-
loppement. Pour cela, i faul pouvoir
attirer le capital et la technologie
étrangers carle Canada ne peut y

ourvolr seul. La course aux capi-

aux est intense et le succésdu Ca-
nada dépend de son taux de produe-
tivité, de la réceptivité et du rende-
menl.

L'aide publique au développement
a aussi pefmis d'asseoir une partje
de l'influence canadlenne, reconnalt
Par ailleurs M. Clark qui n'accorde

outefols que trols oy quatre pages
tout au plus de son livre vert aux po-
litiques d'aide. Insistant sur la néces-
sité de laire des choix, il pose 12 auss]
une série de questlons. Dolt-on pour-
sulvre la politique de I'aide liée A I'a-
chat de services et biens canadiens?
Doll-on lier Y'aide canadienne au res-
pect des droits de la personne ? Doil-
on continyer & répartir I'aide selon
les mémes secteurs géographiques?
Doit-on compter davanlage sur les
ovganismes privés et non gouver-
nementaux pour acheminer 'aide
canadlenne? demande-t-on.

En matidre de paix et de sécurité
internationales, le gouvernement ne
fait pas mystére que I'ennemi est, &
sesyeux, silué a I'Est.

a7 a5 13203y
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libre-échange avec Washington/Ottawa se range
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Michel Vastel, le 15 mai 1985

"Reinventer 1'ONU" par Michel Roy, le 16 mai
1985

"Ce livre vert va-t-il mirir?" par Guy
Cormier, le 16 mai 1985
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Roy, le 17 mai 1985

"Le débat sur la politique étrangeére/Joe
Clark va gagner son pari" par Michel Vastel,
le 18 mai 1985
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"Pour l'opposition, un exercice futile de
consultation” par Gilles Paquin, le 15 mai
1985

"Le livre vert sur la politique extérieure/Le
Canada doit recostruire sa force commerciale
et politique dans le monde" par Maurice
Jannard, le 15 mai 1985
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. plus V'intention de I'OTAN de‘arécourir e’

i e
Valaey

OTTA W ’“--ﬂ,e«gou
el I"dkl idBler,s0n"{ntentlon de s6;
ranger sind té eivp dans 1e camp de 1'Oc- -
chlentft des Et e (s o P .
Py 'y

MICHEL VASTEL?) 1!
do nom buunu d’ Ohnwn

Tnnt"sur la bouuque nucléalre dn I'Al
liance allantiqué que dur les reln}ons bém-i -
morc(;ales avecs leg', Etats-Unis,#le. Livre -
vert dépod hiet nux,Cgmg\unés pac le Se-
crélajre d'Etat; M. Joo Cl

les réscrvqs tradluqmnellpment exprl deg!

par lanclen gouvernement'llbéul étT’
nationallstes canadlens 3, itk !
Mle ‘gouvernement canade

premler aux. armes nudénlreg gour ripo

" ter A uné ltaque classique en teftlloira oc:

raléntpeutd
Jbtre O‘M% 18 mettl ded H inds-cot
:merélnd)l. llilérnut\sl nbtre mme

cldentat ¥)sL'dnclen premler. ministre,.
Pictre Trudeau; avalt publiquément exprl: |
mé ses préoccupallons fdce a utie telle po- 4
litiqué qus rldque dé co{. ulfe A une estma‘{.
de vers-un connl nueuﬂlre, on'
pariiculler ¢ en  Europe frfme )

Mle
maln
et nalte

rouvernement.“nadlen comldlro‘
nant' que s notrd pollthuelchlturellq

bqllllilue etrdngm er "

avec les Etals:Unls-étatt régl r un l
cord blen définl,’ rﬂutuellemen} comrl q
mant et nvantngcux »}'c’est {e contrepled”
de la positlon trndltibnnelle des natlonalla-
-1es canadlens pour qu! tout accord de libre-
échange avee les Etats-Unls constilue.un
premlcr pas vers Une unlon Jponétaire et,,

'
i

M.shmﬂ-mw.. I

\

POLITIQUE NUCLEAIRE DE_L

# 3Lk docuthent dé‘l‘l pt e

H

'

"‘- N AL g A

,»

mement‘ féd&w 'atlmement lunlon politlque et I nsslmlln--
i

“tipn culturelle. I
Pmceuul e

$y lntltulé «Com-"
* Cpdtitvitd et sécurlté : orlentations pour les
rejations extérieures du Canadas, sera ré-
féré rapldement A un comlté mixte de '
-Chambre des communes et du Sénat. Le*

Parlement devralt transmettre ses recom. V
-mandatlons au’ ouvememenld let le prin:*

temps 1088, ;o iR bk ks i
élnrk n'lgnore pd§, cependant que le

k-metrds um“ ‘mlnls(ra du_Commercs pxtérieur, James_

Kcllcher, devra déflhir avant le
.. Mois de deptembre Ia positlon du
§Canada en ce qui_concerne les
“wrelatlons commerclnles avec les
{,EtatsUnis. . De, mane, le.minls-
lro de la Défense, Erik Nlelsen,
Erépnrmdu 5o “cblévun Llvre
lane; pour’)'automne et dovra
' méme. avah! cola ‘prondre des
Hdclslons: Importantes-en ce qul |
Yroncetpid notammert {a partlal-,
§ patlon du’Canoda & ce qu'l) osl
I converu:d'appetler. ullnlllauvo
" do ddfenso stratégique’s, .
Ed confdtence de presse hior,
. wJoa Clark.4. Jongueinent Innisté
sur le rospect du processus par-
lementalre ot & puggéré que le
- golvortiement sofalt mal venu
‘ d'igtiorer dos recommandations:
_unaninies du conulté,

Le Llvre vert devalt atre pu-
bli¢ avant la fin de févrler mals
le Secrélaire d'Etat a2 tcnu A
I'amenér au Cablnet pour falre
prendre consclence & chacun de
.Scs collegued des Implications: |
que cetic révislon de la polilique’
éclrnm,ére auralt sur leurs minis.
téres.:

.

“,"‘..-."—-—-.,—u-——.’, w, e

OTAN ET LIBRE

Imerdépendancu o

(AR A I

AECHANGE AVEC WASHINGTON

o
Le Livre vert met I’ nccent sur

-les «réseaux:d’lhterdépendan-

i fcess qul dominent le systéme .
. économlque Internatlonal, les re-

o
.

I

, :

consaeré aux Affalres économ)-
qucs lnlcmauonnle! 1La vle des

-organismes 'multiiatéraux com. .

;ime FONU . et ses agences est

latlons polltiques entre les pays
-et les questions de sécurlté.

M. Clark a lenguement Insisté
hier sur les ¢ontralntes éconotnl-
.aues et financléres qul s’impo-

jsent .aujourd’hul'au Canada,
’ 1ol bllgeanl A falre des cholx plus
;serres et & mleux- définlr ses

»priorités. Sans se reférer & la
la realpollhk- comme telle, Joe

Clark a'déglaré en conférence de

resse '« Le Canada auyra tou-

f ours un réle Important @ joucr
" mals nous ne pouvomaJnh tou-

-Jours falre ¢e qu'on ypudrait fai-
]'OI e ,.l v \.uuu R
¢ Duirg’ bam"p duobubulon
h 0ln|l)1113 i pollflguo dtrange-

. fo_canadjenito § I mesuro des

-mayend du Lypddd; le document

oy Alfglres extdrioures tranapl-

rn np jugd favorable & I'Qegle
dont n ‘aux Rtats-Unls et s'er
repd formenent au s risque mj-
lln rgs qua représentes) Unlun
soviétique et & « son anllpalhl )
'égard de nos valourssie i

Lo Yy

"L'alde au ' "
dbvoloppomom !
Quant & toule la’question’ de
I'aide au développement,:le LI
vre vert réafflrme ia politlque
traditionnelle du Canada, mals

pose quelques quesllons qul ne

manqueronl pas ‘d'Inquléter ley
« (lers-mondlstes », La sectlon du
Llvee vert comacréc 4 la «coo-
peration au dévelappement In-
leenatinnal o fafy d'aillenrs

v

1

'

: inhrnalional

pour sa part Intégrée au chapitre
sur la palx pt la sécurlié lnlcrna
tionales. - /¢ v ity

Bien qu'll prévienne dans I'tn-
{ troductlon que soil Llvre vert'
« ne constltue pas'une revue de
' politique étrangtre au sens clas-
“slque s, Vexposé de Joe Clark
suggére que ‘la, polltlque exté-

rleure canadienne se résume dé-
sormais & des questions d’Inté- -

réts ¢conomiques et de sécurlté
natlonale, Et dans t'un et I'autre
cas, le volsinage des Ftats-Unis
est déterminant. « Nous apparie-
nons & '’Amérique du Nord sans

dtre. Améﬂcalnn ., déclare Joe
-Clark, + -5t : .

Commerco‘

;' Dans le domaine du commerco

lntcrnationul le Livre vert réaf- .

firme l'appnrlcnance du Canada
! au systémeiinternatlonat du

. GATT nuals rappelle i'urgence

“des négoclatlons que vont entre-,

prendru les Etats-Unls ot fe Ca-

! ‘nada dés cet automué.

Dans le domaine da ta sécurd-
1&, le Canada rappelle son atta-

chement a la Charte des Nstlons -

unies mals ajoule que, e puis-
qu'on ne peut sc fler & PONU
pour garantir ia sécurité» des

“malntenant partle du chapitre~ .

* un accord-cadre bilatéral,

ét;ls, le Canada attache davan-

< fage d'lmportance an sysiAme

de défense de I'Atlantique Nord
et & celui du continent nord-amié-
ricain.

Le Livre vert consacre un long
chapitre & 1a place du Canada
dans le monde pour constater
que son Influence au plan com-
mercial et son role dans la dé-
fensc des valeurs de I'Occeident
n'ont cessé de diminucr depuis le
début des années 70. « Le Cana-
da peut étve a la fois pulssant
sur le plan économique et in-
fluent dans la cause de ta paix et
de la sécurlté s, ulfirme Joe
Clark, ajoutant qu'il faudra ce-
pendant se llmiter dans nos am-
bitlons.

Le dernier chapitre qul, com-

‘me {ous les autres documents de

consultatlon du gouvernement
Mulroney, parle « d’axes de
changement », énumeére une gua-
rantaine de guestlons.

Le domaine

économique

Dans le domaine économigue,
fa place la plus importance est
accordée au commerce canado-
amérlcain; cntre le statu quo,
des
arrangemenls commerclaux
sectoriels ou fonctionnels 1 mn
accord global de libre-échange,
le gonverncment seinble pra.
cher vers la conclusion d'un
Traité de libre-échange qui ex-

oV &R,
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cluerait -'les”secteurs' “de “notre “stratéglque- C'est-alnsi; ajom:

vie pohhque. culturelle et écono-
mique qui sont essentiels A notre
sentiment d’appartenance natlo-
nale- R SAN PSS N B 1

- Le document -réaffirme’ l'ou—
verture aux investisséments-~ -
étrangers et au savoir-faire: *
technologique —: en:particalier -
ceux des Etats-Unis — et identi-
tie en particulier des pays ot des
‘régions- auxquels” on ne- faisait
pas .jusqu'ici- référence- spécifi- .
quement,, comme ﬂong-Kong et =
le Moyen-Orient. e j' .

Au chapitre dui ¢ développement
international, }objectif.d’accor-
der 0,7 p. cent du PNB & Yaide +-
internatiopale d’ici.a ~1995:-de-
meure mais.lezLivreivert.fait
sguvent. référence aux coutrain-
tes économiques et’ ﬁnancx’éres
auxqueBes le Canadx doit faire- -
face M _.Clark a refesé d’é_labo—

té, le Livre vert accorde une
nerte priorité A la protection de ..
I'espace nord-américain-et pré- ~
vient que le.Canada «pourrait
aveir nitimement 4 prendre des
décistons sur certains des inté- .
rits divers et parfois contradic-

toires, tamt am wivean stratégi- - -

que et techmigoe gae sur e plan
1 comrixole des armiements, qui”

eptrent en jen dans 1a défense

.~ d'équilibre-adgptée-par I"ONURt -

“le document, que la participation
. X V'Initiative de déferse stratégi- 3
"que pourrait 2 la fois entrainer

. Tle Canada dans-LVoption nuclédi-’

. Te’tout en lui procurant des’ re-
_tombées technologlques conslde»
| 'Tablesiu Rz T BppRT

. .l” reglonr Leh B k’;

. Le Livre vert fait enfin refs-
rence 2 _plusieurs régions gdu

. monde oil les tensions et les con- .

flits perdurent. En Amérique-

.centrale.et dans les. Antilles <Je -
Canada-se demande s'il ne dp-,

- Vrait pas jouer un réle plus actif.

- Le gouvernement soubaite quede.
, Parlement se prononce sur- 1'2
portunité pour le Canada de-

“venir membre de 'Organisati&n.

_des Etats américains, phitdt qie”
de rester observateur comp)
acmdlent; - L

Auw Moyen-Onenf.. le Livre v&t
demande s'il ne faudrait pas 2§
mettre en cause la poiitique™:

n'admonnellement stmrie-spar',fe-J
a Ly e

-~ En Afnque—hu sud enﬁn. le 49-

*-tument.signé€ par-M! Clark met
ea question la politique actuelle
de lutte contre I'apartheid et 5
demande s{ ¢ les investissements’
étrangers font partie du probfy-
me ou de lz solution».” Le g«:»{rt
vernement'laisse actuellemen
les compagnies canadiennes B:
bres de leurs options i cet éga):gl’..J

J

H




-1 - A’I . ~

C D r\;_

DATE

ELRAVIIE ol o7 i A Sy

o A PRI

Remvenier I’ONU
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Le Lrvre vert de M.-Clark rédmt I'ONU A la pomon congrue.’
.C’est un signe-des temps: alors gu’on souligne le 40°* anni-
versaire de la victoire alliée en Europe et, bientét, celui de la
naissance de I'Organisation & San Francisco, il faut bien se
résigner 3 faire avec le ministre un triste constat, consigné 3
la page 45 du document. «On note une perte de confiance
dansg les institutions multilatérales et dans le systéme des Na- _
tions unies, alors méme que !' mterdépendance rend inévita- -
ble a coopération mulhlatéra!e P i

Constat d'aitant plus amer que le- Canada celui de
Mackenzie King, de Louis Saint-Laurent et-de Lester Pearson
fondait sa politique- extérieure sur les principes de {a Charte :
des Nations unies,.voyait dans I'Organisation un instrument
de paix et.de.réconciliation, participait volontiers aux mis—
sions de maintien derla paix, s8’efforgait d'apporter une contri-
bution ndtable aux- institutions spécnahsées. UNESCO, BIT, .
FAO, UNICEF, efr - omm o o om v g2 0% 50 ey

Mais que reste-t- de cet idéal? Sept ou huit paragraphes.
dans uri decument de 50 pages, essenhellement pour déplo-
rer I'atfaiblissement de TONU et-de-ses institutions spéciali-.
sbes, comme e témoigne la désaffecﬁon d'un bon nombre

~de pays & I'égard de cet organisme que le généra! de Gaulle

eppelait, déja dans les années 60, le «machins. o
Dol la question: «it faut nous demander dans qtielle mesu-
famrgamsabon peut.servir nos Intéréts et priorités actuels :
et éventueis?» X, plus loin, je ministre s’interroge davanta- -
ge: 'ONU est-elle irremplicable? Faut-il a réactiver, la revi-
tatiser? Et par quels moyens? Méme les opérations de main- :
tien de ia paix, “auxquelles le Canada-avait attaché son
prestige, 'ont plus 4 'ONU qu'une importance secondaire.
Quant aix institutions ¥conomigues e! sociales,. comme
I'UNESCT, 'Occident en déplore la politisation et la Iourdeur :
btﬂml:,rmqp.-l\ LI 4—._»;"yr‘3n.L :

Que reste-t-2 alors? M: Clark répond avec justesse que «le
muMtitetéraieme géborde NONU». Ul cite le Commonwealth et
{a Francophonie auxquels it assigne des «rdles clés». C'est
court et incertain En somme nl faut rélnventerJ ONU. Ma:s !
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on reste étonné devam le caractere extrememeht*négam
des premiéres réactions au livre «vert»-déposé mardi par le
ministre des Affalres exténeures sur la politiq e étrangere du

viennent de l'opposiﬁbn. Le ministére s’amuserait, selon {’'un
des critiques, a proposer des devinettes.'Selon une autre ver-
sion, le gouvernement chercherait & vaincre I'cisiveté chez
les députés, en leur donnant des prob!émes d'algébre é ré-

soudre.

Dans des rmheux moins mléressés a cumver lacontroverse N

et & prendre la contre-partie de tout ce que fait et'dit le gou- ;
vemements,on note &galement beaucoup de Scepticisme vis-
a-vis d'une entreprise qui vise essentielement xla création’ 1
d'un ‘comité paﬂenmm charpe de-recueillirles opinions
de 1a population surtes cnemahons de ia polmque én'angére i
du Canada. v ses Cessm G e s (Ve

On est partagé entre deutunpressons ou sentiments con-
tradictoires tace-a ce fivre vert. Le scepticisme-est de mise,
en-m@me temps qu'on-se prend 2 Souhaiter que l'entrepnse
ne sombrq pas dans linditférence générale duque fes.vraies.
questions ‘ne soient pas submergées par fe déferlement de ‘
vaines polémiques, mdéﬁmment teeommerues ‘et jamavs
conclues. .- S . : e

Voici pourquoi te” scephcnsme esl de mzse ‘Le Ty gouveme- o
ment se tourne vers la population et i adresse 50 questions ;
sur les orientations de la politique ekangsem Canada, =

Exemple: «Au fil des ans, nous.avons tenté de maintenlr ;
I’'équilibre dans nos relations avec isra&l et ses voisins ara- '
bes. Les Canadtens consdéreat-is e cet. équmbre esl

bon?- ’: - }-. fe -'.‘ Lol

VLI TR

On demande aussi si ladhwon .33 Caaada% I‘Orgamsa-
tion des Etats américains ‘est souhmitable. Comment lg -

- savoir? Les savants ont longuement débatty de cette ques- ;
tion, sans parvenir & des cer:m.ades. C:sﬂ'bomne de la rue
qui va trancher? D -‘—. st mer #l T

On finit par se demander’si fa pubh:zbmdu Tvre vert est
un acte politique ou une saine nitiative pédagogique.-S'il
s'agit d'un acte politique, on va le traiter comme tel, préter 2 |
tort ou a raison une bonne dose de perversion.au gouvermne-
ment Mulroney et supposer, peut-éire erronément, qu'il veut
gagner du temps, masquer ses propres.insuffisances, faire
semblant de consulter, pour mettre impunément I'opinion de-
vant le tait accompli. On lui préte déja I'intention, d'ailleurs,
de court-circuiter I'opinion publique dans certains- dossiers -
comme la guerre des étoiles, si chere au présldent Reagan . “

Comme instrument pédagogique, comme manuel dans une !
sorte d'université popllaise, le livre vert ditfusé mardi est va- |
lable. Un critique littéraire pourrait relever de mutltiples imper-. |
fections dans cet ouvrage, pour ne rien dire des naivetés et

des raccourcis qui désolent ou font sourire le lecteur. Mals o

nous Ne sommes pas a un concours littéraire. - =

La politique étrangére, c'est t'argent et les armes. Le docu-
ment du ministére examine ces deux assises avec beaucoup’
plus de ccnviction et d'assurance dans le cas de l'argent
(c'est-a-dire le commerce) que dans celui des armes (déten-
se et désarmement). .

A plusieurs reprises, les auteurs du livre vert reviennent sur
une préoccupation qui leur semble capitale et qui s'articule
autour de ce qu'ils nomment «compétitivités. Le mot n'est
pas dans le dictionnaire, mais on doit supposer qu'il signifie
antitude a la concurrence sur les marchés intemnationaux. De
meme que la productivité d'une nation ne dépend pas uni-
quement de la qualité et du zéle de la’ main-d'oeuvre, de
méme on Uoit supposer que nombre de facteurs entrent dans
"évaluation de la «compétitivités, méme si «ce n'est pas cho-
se simple que de comparer notre compétitivité économique et
ceile d'autres pays».

Le livre vert reste plutdt muet sur les causes des insuf-
sances canadiennes 2 ce chapitre. Ce sera sans doute e
réle d'une commlsslon parlementanre de pousser, plus lein
Panalyse. -* * =% ree
Ala page 2 du document présenté par M. Joe Clark an
peuwre ce qui suit: «Nous sommes un peuple extraordinai e~
menf fortuné, mais nous né pouvons plus prendre nofre prf S

périté et notre sécurité pour un acquis.»-. - - - - _

-Si ce jugement est compris' comme une alerte, -une con- -
mission parlementaire se constituera sans délai ‘et surtcut
sans arriére-pensée pour donner les suites attendues. Mais si
Vinitiative du ministre est interprétée comme une manoeuy’e
et  combattue comme telle, le jeu n'en vaut pas la chandelk




I* Exiernal Attars  Aflares exténeures ’
» Canaoa Canaoa - /3 - . ? . 9 O —T
CANNE h =38 sSc ; SUBJECT/SUJET Do m"j" e
uc?o dla S PP LA PRESSE
LR Jio StS DATE
lbk AMGT TS( AT LT 9%

de-vrai.pari de
Ja iruncophome

L " Avet plus d mststance encore Que le régime Trudeau M
iJoe Clark attribue & la francophonie un réle clé dans la future
-polnthue étrangére du Canada. Le Livre vert ne s’y attarde
I pas- mais. tient pour-. .acquise notre éventuelle association &
acette communauté, tout aussi vitale aux yaux du ministre Qque
Jie Commonwaeatth Tegroupant depuis 1931 les Etats souve-.
~wns issus de V'ancien Empire britannique.

5 "Devant la presse, le secrétaire d'Etat aux atfaires extérieu-
~185 est plus explicite: il croit savoir que Paris réunira, avant
.'les élections législatives de 1986 en France, un sommet des
» pays de langue trangaise auquel prendrait part ie Québec en
«fQualité de «gouvernement participants. Le président Mitter-

S T A Atk bt S

*rand s'en ouvrirait & M. René Lévesque lors du séjour Que :
celui-cx doit faire 4 Paris dans quelques jours. Les difficultés *
que tette affaire avait suscitées sous Je gouvernement libéral ‘

...saranent 3 présent.vaincues. Ottawa ne fait plus obstacle, en :

_effet, aux relations particutieres et privilégiées que souhaite
m“abhue Québec avec les pays de langue frangaise. - -

-i- Les-Québécois pourront avec raison se réjouir de cette -

“'heureuse évolution des esprits. Mais, tout en .admirant ia sol-
1lqnuq7 de M."Clark envers la dimension francophone du Ca-
2 nada,ilne ‘taudrait pas perdre d8 vue un tait majeur: ia fran-
cophome n'existe.encore que dans e coeur et I'esprit de
:Caux qui en souhaitent I'avénement. Elle n'est pas cet « orga-
mmmame »comma-la désigne par-inadvertance ie Livre vert du
iministre. }i'est faux de croire que I'Agence de coopération
"Ccultirelle’ ét fechiique des pays entidrement ou partiellament
\.de langue, franga(se soit une communauté d'Etats de la fran-
>.cophonie. Elle nest, comme son nom I'indique, Qu'une agen-
ce de coopération & des fins principalement culturelies. Les
"'présidents Bourguiba et Senghor, qui contribuérent & sa fon-
r -dation“en 1970 -mvec le concours de Jean-Marc Léger,

ot iy o s o e, =

¢ avaient certes exprimé "espoir que 'ACCT accéde un'jour au |
X statut de .« commynauté» des pays francophones, avant tout

2’ pour Niustrer, et défendre. ia culture.frangaise. Mais, en 15

3 ans, ['Agence n'a pas connu 'essor qui lui aurait permis de '

« prétendre & un autre destin. Son budget est'modeste, son
.-ceuvre limitée. La France n'en demandait pas davantage. ' -
~ 1 faut dire’que Paris est demeurée la métropole culturelle
'des pays de langue frangaise d’Afrique et d’Asie. Son rayon-

Ynement et son influence politique sur les anciennes colonies '

. a’exercent naturellement sans qu'll soit nécessaire de créer
~les structures d'une communauté analogue au Common-
1~wealth. Soucisux aussi d’éviter toute accusation d’impérialie-
sme culturel, la France s’est abstenue de prendre en ce do-
Tmaine des initiatives qui ne iui semblaient pas opportunes.

:* "Ces derniéres années cependant, le gouvernement fran-

* ¢ais s'est montré plus attentit & ce projet, soutenu par Léo-
rpold Senghor lorsqu’il était président du Sénégal pour des
y.raisons avant tout culturelies, et par Pierre Trudeau, pour des
< raisons plus politiques puisQu’it voyait !'utilité d'une commu-
nauté trancaise -taisant contrepo;ds au monde unmo-améri-

_cain.

‘Il incombe donc & la France d en prendre l'initiative, Mais it~
: n'est pas slr qu'une conlérence au sommet destinéa'a jeter

*les bases d'una Juture communauté réponde vraiment a des

" besoins réels ou a des.préoccupations pressantes des pays

" gfricains’aux prises aveg des problémes plus immédiats: at-

mentation, sécheresse, remboursement des prats, budge?,

- chémage. Pour faire naitre un certain intérét, puis entrainer

-Fadhésion des pays francophones du tiers-monde, il serait

‘indlspensable que les pays mieux nantis (France, Canadl.

Beigique, Algérie, Suisse) donnent 4 cette future communau-

" 18, ay-dela de sa vocation cuiturelie et linguistique, des ob-

" jectifs d'entraide économique et sociais, Ade coopérahon

technologique, d assistance tinanciére.

Tel esl le vrai pari de la francophonie qui § oﬁre aM. Clark

N . Michel ROY

-‘;'
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B En dépit dﬁ attaques dg e

V'oppositionshux Commu- ¥
@es et des critiques de ia presse
Sationale, Me;secrétaire d'Etat

Az Mflh’!!" extérjeures, Joe ),
“est*en train de gagner

coo pari 14 ol ceia compte pour
Sul : auprés des spécialistes de

?l politique internationale.
“Le Livre vert.du Secrétaire
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n-.— .
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#oals cela tient, comme souvent
gans Jo-cps-de-M. Clark, 2 une
sTatégle désastreuse de com.
nusﬁaﬁous..;henucoup plus~
quikis’ (ubsunee méme du do- -
Las:milieux Intéressés
ANy Splonivtie canadienne don-'
t;par. contre ‘des. apprécia-
_tﬁi){nt du_«pas pires au
»
pégiient d's
¢n  de toute partisane-
de denorganisations intéres-
kéesd La'politique étrangere ca- :
isont- enthousiastes &
d'un vral débat sur les af-™;
internationales au gana-
das et neapardonnent d'ailieurs
ﬁluﬁm partis d’opposlition

Wndon de torpmer.nn tel T

P -“l

' n’!' mhle\:ue le le "“-‘" té de ridicullser Joe Clark, ce-

¢ngage beaucoup plus le £ou- -

t-qu'oa ne I'a eru au;

guﬂﬂ' “abord.* Les trolw pre-
sty charitres.de I'analyse po-
ud, approuviés par je Comité
“priorités dp cabinet, repré-
aune véritable déclara.
d'mtenuo&du ‘gouverne-,
trent, » selpn:des. sources

es. M. Clark z_ par ail-.
I'appul_total du.'premier-
fplmistre. Un membre du cabi-
& méme confié & LA PRES-

Qual:e éléments

:{r taire d’Etat laissait le vice-pre-

.

rk

gouvernement. ‘mais la poliu-
que de non neutralité est finale-
ment la méme. On rappelle

' d'ailleurs que le peuple cana.
dien est traditionnellement anti-
soviétique et que ec'est Tru-:

deau qui était l'excepdon, pas-\
. Joe Clark. »

h
. c'était une efreur de ne pas pu-

ainsj mélangé le-débat sur des™
décisions de court terme com-
me la participation du Canada 3
1a « guerre des étoiles » et celies:
sur des questions .plus fonda-”
‘mentales de sécurité nationales
éees dans le Livre vert. -

Loy

MICHEL
VASTEL

de notre bureay

:* 1. reste malgré tout gue le
. processus de consultation a été
trés mal engagé par M. Clark et
" “ses conselllers. Le lendemain du

‘dépdt de son rapport aux Com-

munes, par exemple, le secré-
*maier ministre et ministre de la-
Défense, Eric Nielsen, parler en
*"son_nom aux Communes et se -
trouvait & Montréal pour ren-

.., .contrer des éditorialistes.

* C'était en quelque sorte conlier
+”le poulaliler au renard. '

Alors que les libéraux ont ten-

lui-ci n’a pas voulu révéler lui-
méme que c'est & sa demande

_;} expresse qu'on a créé un cormité

+;« Mixte, incluant des sénateurs,

pour permettre au parti libéral

. d'aveir une représentation plus

** importante au sein de ce comi-
i A ’ T

* ‘On reconnait maintenant que

que’ M.<Mulroney a rendu- -

bommage & Joe Clark devant ..

;gus ses collegues.

.1 Selon des spéclalistes-com- . . .

me Bernard Wood, de I'lnstitut °

d, le Livre vert de Joe
Qlark est « intellectuellement
plus-8toffé » que le Livre blanc .
de Plerre Trudeau en 1970, en.,.
particuller: sur.. }es quesuons o8
chomlquu.x. 'y

”‘I Q'umt au chnpitre sur les AN

gquestions de sécurité nationale,
ou admet dsns Ventourage de..
M. Clark que le ton est peut-étre *
g!m dur que’ velul de l'ancien

.»style moderne des relations

" La crebilité de Joe Clark a en
outre souffert, en raison des -
.réalités concrétes de la diplo--
matie moderne. Par exemple, "
on se demande 3 Ottawa qui, de -
.Joe Clark ou de Brian Mulro-
ney, assure le leadership de la
diplomatie canadienne. Des di- :
plomates de haut rang recon- .
naissent, avec quelque amertu-.’
me, que le bureau du premier
ministre « en meéne larges. . -
‘Mais d’'autres ajoutent que le

internationales, avec ses nom- .,
-breux Sommets, {alt qu'on atta- .
che plus d'importance aux opl- o
nions des . chefs ’

gouvernement. qu'd celle des =
chefs de la diplomatie, contrai-
rement & ce qui prévalait au .

" temps de Lester Pearson. On .

rappelle par exemple qu'au,
Sommet de Bonn, on s’intéres-
sait & la position de I'Elysée et ’
non A celle du Quai @’Orsay. De
méme, & Washington, c’est la’
position de Ia Maison-Blanche’
qul préoccupe, plus que celle du
département d'Etat. ~-
Certaines questions tradition-
nellement importantes dans la-.
diplomatie canadienne, comme.
lAlde au déveluppemem et le.

h acrﬂoln d'Efot oux Af'fcurn cx!énoun,.loo Clark.

¢+ _.d'en parier.» . i

va gagner son. pa

A~ dulogue Nord&ad, sont épax il
"blier ce Livre vert plustot:.ona »1 lées,

pour ne pas dire esca:no-
* tées: « Cest délibére,. préisn-

.dent aujourd'hui les auteurs du

rapport. Le débat.auquel rxu
sommes intéressés, disent-ils,

_ doit porter sur les deux graiads

axes du rapport; la compéilt-
vité des exportateurs canad: zs
et la sécurité du territoire. »

De méme, oa n'aborde méme
pas le role des provinces dazi e
Livre vert. Les conseillert de

- M. Clark confessent qu'ils v’y

ont méme pas pensé, «’Avec M
Trudeau. disent-ils. ne pas pa»
ler des provinces ett constiié
un message en sol, mais averle

- gouvernement” Mulrobey :l1
. coopération va‘teliement dc sol

qu'il .n'est méme pas-la puing
g,f;»lh-gr\; S
11 semble donc que Ia macred

© se réception réservée au Livre

vert repose d’abord’sur ane
série de malentendus. 7l derew
re que le Parlement est une aré

- ne politigune ol les’ erreurs &

stratégie ne sont pas permizes.
.L'Opposition a donc sembi¢
marquer ges points & la fic &
cette semaine. QuapdJoe Cark

‘est enfin revenu aux Comny

nes, jeud!, il a immédiater-es
rétabli la situation cn,.d&am&
trant sa bonne fol. "% 1l .-

Si les’ néo-démocnub [Ty
valent que} genre de bataflla fs

. voulaient mener, i} est clair qu
" les libéraux ont attaqué le Jov

vernementi syr:la procécure
parce gu'ils ne_savajent ouw
simplement pas quoi ,répodﬂ
sur la substance, % .

* Les paris sont ouverts l { m
wa pour savoir si Joe Can
réussira & retourner la situstios
en sa faveur et A intéresse; let
Canadiens 2 la politique éivay
gere. Les experts sembient et
ser qu‘il va réussir, mals 3 b
condition que Brian:Mulr o8
jouwe lui-mémele few. - ...

Comme le dit le directevr &

.. Plastiwt Nord Sud ;.- S'0l o

reste un monde aprés la gLam

- des dtolles, et 3'1l nous resit ¥
. pays aprés la signatare J'u

Tralté canado-ameéricain, sl
cela‘sura valu it peine de 23is!
un débaf sur’la’ poudquc d' 2]
gére canadieanes! - ..

-




Ve i
(¥} e
Nl < ’
L9
! Tel
54 —
o
| <«
~
T

Pouml 0

l ,\pl .
OTTAW \ —-4- Le lerd vert &

sur la politigge extéricire cana-, |*
“dienne est wj sexercice futiles, “
visant davantagp A dlstraire les
. deputés de fa mdjorité qu'd con- ¢
Csulterla pupulallon affirment - ..

GILLES PAQUIN
de notre burcal H Olluwu

A premvh, ]41 ca;mue mls sur-
pied par le :'()iwlnemcnl mett ¥
(tra un an 3 JivFCp son rapport
alors que i gauvernement dolt, ;.
ait cours des prochalns mols,
; prendre une foble de décislons
unpnrlanlm bi'matfere de rela.

: iu)ll‘\ extéyleliies; ‘a dit hier, la

Co] L |etitique néo Mnicrate en ma-
"l teres étran 1’”“ Paullne Je

SUBJECT/SUJET

—= i3 -

\\clt

du gouvaradiment Mulroney 4 helle’ conference de presse con

Inéritx et néo-démocrates, - .
wm . Méme s'il adnict c}ue P'opposi
0

'qu*h se joindre au contité sl celul-c r
. adopte s¢s ptlorités et étudt iR

. 'nes ' sur Pinltlatlve dei dé(ensz

pposition;,

Pt

as 'Réunls Tors: d'une exception i

N

‘Jolnte; ‘en fin d'aprés-midi hier) .
‘tant Mme Jewett que son homo .\,15
logue libéral, Jean Chrelign; on
* |alssé pluncr des doutes sur Jeur
[¢véntuelle participatlod aux‘tra: -
‘ivaux de ce comité, -

“tion n*a guére le choix, M, Chré; ..

,.tien soutlent que son partl pour;;
ralt blen s*abstenir de participer i},
A cette consultation. If se dit pré¢

d'abord Ja partlclpation du Cﬂ
Hhadn aux ‘recherches américa

"slratéglque. quall{lé de’gguerr
';des ¢tollegs par ses détracteurs,fy.
,‘:,Le gouvernement ulrone l i
rrendra une décislon A ce sujet -

mols prochaln. II présenten{
T A E

" :‘ . |
A
H \/)"'
bgg“) - Vvl
fa v N
.-IU
-
Sl
' D, L

PUBLICATION

o by wite b s SRR Lo reild g2

il

ensulte un llvre blanc sur la dé-
fense el adoplera des polltiques.

en matléres commerclales, long.

temps avant que le rar(port de’,
consultatlon de M, Clar ne solk
publlé, note Mme Jewett, _- ., “‘L
L4 66mité ne peut tentr des au
diences publiques pendant un an
alors quo toutes ces décislons se
rendront, al{irme Mme Jewelt, |
Bnllleurs, dit-elie, tous les sec-
teurs de'la ‘population ont déja .
“été consultds sur ced questlons
“Lb&'Sénat, par exemple,
passé trols and A étudier la llbé-
rallsatlon des échanges avec les'

Etats-Unls.,La Commisslon .-

*Macdonald sur I'économie en a
fait.autant et remettra son’ rap-
1 port. bleqtou soullgne Mme Je-
“WeplHai R : vemds

Elu pour chdng-r : .
'POur ,le milnistre des Atlalres”’

HER T

e

i H § \.
extérieures, Joe Clark, II n' y a
pas. de contradidtion dans la dé-

dans-un sysléme parleraentaire

5 ote un gouvernement peut tou

,Jours changér lés orlemdllons

%'(-adoptées par son prédécesseur.’

" «Slle comlté préscnte une po-
sition unanime trés forte, il est '
possible que le golivernement re-

- vienne sur sa déclslon- ajoute

. cepcndnm M, Clark

e '-Jusqu'a ce que Ies recom-

+'mandallons du comlté solent
. connuel, personne ne Pourra ;
" préjuger de la volonté du gou-

+ ‘vernement ‘d'en tenir comptes, !

“de conclure M. Clark, .07 00
’Mala ccue Tépdhse ne satlsfait

e pns-lo NPD pout autant: «Ce

h'est pas nn document stit la po-
llllquo oxlorleum mals up texte

o

(RN
‘marche du gouveinement. On vit, ©

que cncdre Mme Jewett.

sur J'Amérique latine et deux pa-
" ges Vuril'alde
meit »;: plt ‘etle 3. w0

5

«Clest’ lnacceptnble. au mo-
ment oQ 60000 persounes mani-

festent A. Vancouver contre la;
parllclpatlon canadlenne & la .

. guerte des élolles et A ia course
;. aux armes nucléalres, ajoute-t-

elle. Ce P'est encoré plus. A une-

‘. ¢poqué ol les Canadiens olivrent
. leurs coeurs & PEthlople et en
.-une pérlode ou la guerre menace
"la survie des nouvelles démocra-
« tles en Amerlque lnllne . dil-

clle

ALY Poul‘ Mn

éhrétlen. qul était mf-

nlslre des Amlres extérleures'

N " i

,'sur les lnvemssements », critl-

+ « Il n'y:n-qu'in paragraphe sur
a guerre des étoiles, une bage .

développe- ;

exercme f“'tlle de j_.consuli"ui’mn

dans le gouvernemem Turner, lt-.
livre vert du gouvernement n’est
qu'un nouvel embailage du rap-

" port annuel de ce ministére.

«C'est un peu ridicule de pren-
dre une année & étudier ce docu-
ment alors que des problemés
urgents sc posent », ditsil.

It s'est dit davantage lntércss’e
A tralter de I'attitude du gouvér-
nement par rapport & l'embargo
américain contre le Nicaragna
ou encore A la course aux armps
nucléaires. « Je ne crofs pas que
le comité pulsse amener de révi-
sion importante de ces politi-
ques s, ditdl,

En concluslon M. Chrellcu

s'est dit «fialté dc volr que le

gouvernement conservateur 'se
contente de poursuivre les politi-
ques élabiies par les tibérauxs,

,1“

<T 936 (82/8}
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lccononne mondiale et son in-

OT’I‘AWA - La part com-

‘tres pays a dilmlnué au cours des
ilix derniéres dondes. Pour re-
‘prendre Je terialn perda, le Ca-
jhada devra Mq plus compétitif

reconsirnive sa capacité milital- ¢

||caupr£< de sedallies, © - o

i IMAURI(‘E JANNARD

de notre bureau d'Oltawa’- "

* C'est I'impoHante éomluslon
1) laguelle en arr've ie Livre vert’
Isur les allairgs extérieures pus -
_, ihli¢ hier pnrwh* gouvernement ,
canadien. 1 :

nouvelle uriepiption d* Otlawa
relie, dans nn'anul ensemble, la
pmspcrlté ccondmique du pgys’
'.\( les effunts -du Canada pour
{ maintenlr . séeurité et la palx &

intdricar rommge b Pextéricur
s e ses Tront dres, 4

i Sar le plas eéonomlque, {e do-
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merciate du Canada .dans -

“Muence politique aupres tes au- ¢

sur les marchés tommerélaux et f‘

‘Tranchani ‘a¥oe le passé, b

cumcnt tédéral constate que le .
Canada n'a pas été en mesure de\
vsuivre {"évolution du commerce;
International & causg du manque' .,
tu de compéutlvlm de son lndus )
~atelegt L
"Les partenaires commeréiuu
=3 font de molns appel, constate le
,-document, aux matidres pré-’
mleresdu Canada, qui furent du.
\: rant plusfeurs décennles sa forcoi *
- dominante, - i
» De'plus, au cours des dlx der.
niéres années;'la. part des
. p; dults ‘manufacturés. canadlens]"
svendus & P'étranger.a diminué,
:ntandis que d'autres pays comme
le Japon et les Ltats-Unis on('
sensiblement aceru fenrs ventes.; -
.-Non au protectionniime

Y A iparalltlement, le, Livre vert!,

§ (,constate que Je protectionnismo): “

émeure un grave danger pour :

“le Canadn. Un exemple citd: ce-

lul du March¢ commun europden’

bl les produits céréallers recol-

vent des subventions de I'Elat,:

nulsant . ainsi aux ventes cana-
diennes dans les pays tiers.

o

i

).

vo: i
"' compter sur fa protoction du, ;

TRV TV

LE MVRE wm' SUR LA POLITIQUE EXTERIEURE  °

. [
ot o

)
. n&", N
- Le- Japon protége  également
" P'agriculture et les produlls fo-
1-restlers: Aux Etals-Unis, les vi-
séos protectionnistes du Congres

8 exprlment de plus en plus for-

*"temcnt, constate le document ca-
*_nadion. §'|} veut survivre, le Ca-

protéctlonnlsle, conclut I'énoncé
de pollllquc fédérale..

" Lo, tocument suggére méme
. de rédulro I'alde gouvernemen.
tale aux Industrles canadicnnos
on déciiny « Nous poyvons molns.

ﬁouvemement pour les autros Ins"
ustries'qui e sont pas, ot he
cuvam pas, Mre concurrenllel:
es. '

En lugmentunt la rccherclw
ﬁt ¢ déyeloppement dans les In-

(paplef journal, céréales et ma-
Lérlel :de- transport, par exemn-
ples); celles-ct scront plus con-
currenticlles dans les marcliés
« mondiaux, -

Le GATT ét plus

Il,e Livre vert presenté par le
r
b .

“hada dait fefuser la solutlon

it recons
“pbliii'i} ,

UM

. & \

ministre Joe Clark propose com-
me solution la vole négociée *
pour ouvrir les marchés et non
pas le repli sur sol.

Ottawa crolt qu'une nouvelle
ronde de nég,oclatlons multilaté-
rales, daiis le cadre du GATT*
(Actords généraux sur le com-; -
merce) pourra débuter dans les
12 ou 18 prochalns mols. . - .

Malgré ce déslr de poursuivre
Ica eforts -an seln du GATT, le

' doeumentdoM Clark réaffirme .

upl{lel fortes canadlennes . .

‘ Uuls # nuclonl u

" Kelleher, v«

iU

coprd | é al,
sy |p tonlinortd. qqp o

Le rupport fail égalemcm dlat
dey choix présontés une premle-
ro fals dans le document de enns -
sultation du ministre. d"Etat ' au -
Commerces Inlernationalf: Jamqs o
[ERRIREYE I TRELELL LS

Toutefols,” depuls 14 publica’

“ tlan de ce document Kellcher, un

- Iait nouvenu est survenu: au ré-

cent saminet de Bonan, la France
a rofusé de s'engager dans une

uutre ronde de dlscysslons‘ for-

N ]
o 3

I"UW@

TR ﬂun-

W

.urn"' .

! cant+ainsl- les uutres pays du

Marché commun l la sulvre
dans son rejet,’
Un tel dévelOppement ne peut
%u ‘amener le Canada’ et les
tats-Unls A resserrer leurs
Mens, commerciaux. ce que ne

" manque pas de soullgner e up- .
-+ port dévollé hier..

Pui;i;!l;ée milnmre

‘Le gouverment eanadien esti-
me que ie polds dt }'Influence po-

- litiques du Canada ont.dimlnué

récemment,’s Depuis dix ans, les

,-alllés du Canada senlent que ce-
*% lul-ci participe avee moins de dy-

namisme et de créativité & cer-
" taines Institutlons politiques

: lnlernntlonnles .

Le pay$ est moins présent que
par Je pass¢ dans fes missions de

- paix-+ A U'étranger, note lc rap-

port. Cette haisse est surtout
sentie au minlstere de ia Défen-
s¢. « C'est dans le domaline de la
capacité militaire que notre
puissance & connu son déclln le
plus marqué. » :

s’a“%m
ue..dems le mmnd@

Par exemple, le Canada a ré
dult de beaucoup ses efforts
pour protéger son propre terrl
toire et scs cotes maritimes -
élendues, déplore le document. ©

L.
Etant donné que les ressources

financiéres sont limitées, M.
Clark propose de rentorcer la
participation du Canada au. sqn

. des différentes alliances,

Par exemple, dans la dél’ense
du territoire nord-américain,.les
Installations canado-amérlical-
nes seront améliorées par la mo-
dernisation et le remplacement

de la vétuste ligne DEW, dans le
cadre de NORAD.

En Europe, .qualifi¢e’ de nh
gion millalre «la plus critiqiic
au mondes, le gouvernemcht
Mulroney annonce que fa conlrl-
builon canadicnne A FOTAN dolt
etre renforgee, I semble done
gue le Canada. dans le conflit
Est-Ouest, ne sera plus ncutre
onh ne checchera plus un ru|n
d'arbitre. )

e
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Dlsconcert‘mg d:recr ons.

".On the surface," Ottawa S.new !orexgn
.policy green paper suggests the govern-
ment has an open mind. Closer reading

~-suggests. it has already made some Iaxrly
m — and worrying ~ decisions. -

- v

: 2=In t.be paper, few current pohc:s are
_presented as unchangeable. The only fun-
Wamental constants are Casada’s mem-
berskup in the Western alliance, its conti-
mntal defence ties with the United States,
and concern for human rights and peace.

b ’But though it aveids prejudicing . the

yubhc’s responses to the 50 basic ques- °

«ttons it asks Canadians, the document
“made public Tuesday suggests Canada has
&St a disconcerting amount of its tradi-
ibaal enthusiam for international organi-
szations. It indicates Ottawa is preparing

'tom Canada's own economic interests -

@.tbeexpmeoiotherCanadxaneoncems
.'an“dvalm And it makes qnsbonab)eas-

T ‘Canadxans will geta chance to respond
‘to the paper at parliamentary committee
heanngs. The coramittee is to report ina.
‘year. But the green paper makes jt clear
that some decisiops canpot wait. Unfor-
‘tunately, one soch decision — whether to
pursue freer trade with the United States
*== is probably the mos: important foreign
policy question facing Canadians.
. +.0n that subject, the document hints that
Ottawa already bas decided to head in a -
disconcerting direction. It seems to favor
$he signing of a free trade deal (or, euphe-.
uistically, a comprehersive agreement)

mtbtheUmtedsm R s

Four poss&bdmes IR

. Velop defensive weapons to shoot down in-.
tercontinental nuclear missiles.

Canada already approves of the U.S. re-
'search program. But the green paper
.seems to sit on the fence about whether;
Canada should participate, even though|
'SDI — if it is technically feasible —
seems likely simply to resuit in the con-
tinuation of mutually assured destruction
“at a more expensive level, and the eco-
nomic benefits to Canada wonld likely be,
_small compared to the astronomical cost..

An underlying assumption of the green
paper seems to be that closer economic
:ties to the United States and the mainte-
. nance of strong. :mlltary links. will in-
crease Capada’s clout in the world. But
that prexmse is highly questionable.

* Economie strength and military rmght.
X “do add up to influence in the world. But
with only 25 milliop people, Canada’s
. economy is unlikely ever to equal in im-
.portance those of the United States, Euo-
- rope or-Japan, and sending a few more
troops to Europe or buying patrol aird
craft, while landable, won't make us a su-
perpower.

-1
LIT .

Taken Ior granted

. Increasmg our economic and military]
strength through cleser links with Wash
ington is untikely to make other nations
take Canada seriously as an independent]
actor on the world stage. And it could
mean that Washington will take Canada
even more for granted. »

_ In the past, what influence Canada has
had in the world has been rooted in the ex-

- ample it has set by its respect for multila-

l_ teral institutions and international coop-

Tbe green paper does pot exphcmy .
favor any of the four possihle responses it
puzs forward to the threat (and reality) of
increased protectionism by-the United
States, which is by far Canada’s most im-
portant export market. (They are: the sta-
. tus quo, a framework agreement on freer
trade, deals in specific areas, and a com-

. prehensive” deal) :

-.- But its tone strongly favors free trade.
1t notes questions about the effects of free
.trade. But it lists arguments that answer
‘some of those concerns in positive tones.
It 21s0 makes a point of answering nation-
alist concerns by suggesting the economic
- prosperity free trade could bring would
help Canada to maintain distinet social
programs and to pay for the “instruments
of cultural self-expressicn.”
- Another controversial decision Ottawa
Wil likely be forced to make before the
committee reports is on whether to par-
ticipate in research under the American
Strategic Defence Initiative (SDI) to de-

eration. That pohcy should continue. - ;

" But the green paper shows a disappoint-
ing lack of entbusiasm for the United Na—l
tions, and especially for the United Na-
tions Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization. It asks flat out whetherl
-Canada should pull out of UNESCO (al-|

_though External Affairs Minister Joe]
. Clark told reporters in Montreal yester-
. day that such a pullont is unlikely).

Meanwhile, the document emphasizes
that Canada has only limited funds avail-
able for aid to the Third World. Does this
mean further cuts to Canada’s aid budget
are in store? .

This paper is importart: It signals pos-
sible crucial changes in this country’s po-
licies. Canadians should respond to Mr.
Clark's request for their input. And on the
questions the government seems to be in-
tent on settling quickly — notahly SDI
and free trade — their response should be
strong and speedy, wa:zing against short-
sighted decisions.
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OTTAWA — The lorelgn—pollcy per- %

. spectives of Plerre Trudean and Brian:

Mulroney are as slrikingly different as

‘ _come from, where they've been and why

are crillcal to their outiook and under-

~ standing of the worid. .

Trudeau was from Montreal and as

- ahoy the only place where he was likely

.'Te'g

PQ,I!‘CY

e ‘u"-

; L.IAN S

3 ' marked differences of approach, of the..
" negotiator looking for an openlng as op- .. pose. Mulroney’s gamble is by being ba-

o 2y There is no wuy ior a novlcé acmr on '1
, « the: world stage to compete with Tru. *
. deau s accumulated} experience , and’, phant,” Mulroney has decided to be nice

Where Trudeau was always wary of
-the “mouse’ being in bed with the ele-

. stature. But there are already some " ‘to the Americans, not just because he

likes them, but because it suits his pur-

‘posed to the leasopher trylng to ‘make
.a point S b
" Like Trudeau iMulroney has ‘not’

slcally supportive of the Americans in
“ global foreign-policy areas, he wiil get
- somethlng back In the way of a privi-

MaCDONALD A

to meet any Americans was at the
beach. . "

Mulroney was from Bale Comeau. . been shaped by’ Lester ‘Pearson and
and in ihat American-built company': dominatéd by the Yhonest broker” atti-

‘i, town, he was as likely to meet someone ',itudes . of Canada's role as a middle

‘from- Chicago’ or; New York as from .- power, Trudeau was looking for a “third®
Montreal. = "' i . . optioh,” d position of less dependence on *

"1+ Trudeau studied abroad in Londonl the Americans and a scope beyond the

been shy about questioning the conven. -
- tional wisdoms as laid down by his pred-
.ecessor. Also like Trudeau, Mulroney
has moved to éstablish the dominance of -,
the prime niinister over foreign policy.. .

‘And’ Mulroney'l "dispositions are. :

leged and enhanced trade relationship.

By dismantling barriers to foreign in-

" vestment, Mulroney is hoping U.S. capi-
.' t?l can takc up the slack in ]ob crea-
i l Ol\

But Mulroney is aiso learning to take

.; 4nd Paris. He saw the world at his lel-
- .sure, in years oﬁ solitary voyages before ’,

* he entered public life. Mulroney ntudled
at"a small Nova Scotia college and a

-Atlantle alliance: thus Trudeau's initla-,'.
“tives in recognizing China, In the Pacific
Rim trade areas, In the North-South dia-; ¢
" Jogue batween developed and develops

. venerable Quebeo law faculty, bul as he ,' ing couniries, and flnally in his peace

khas sald- himself, “Nobody from .Har-
valzrd was knocklng at my door.”. "'
Mulroney ‘did not | begin - to’ lravel

", overseas unti} much later In life, and

* then not as an Intellectual in search of .

'? sources, but {lrst as a tourlst In search

'

of pleasure, and later asa buslnesSman
" in search of deals. '

Y% When thelr different stages ln life
are considered, their different and dif- *

* fering senses of !orelgn pollcy come

*. inio a sharper focug.
In 1870, Trudeau undertook the ﬂrst-

' ‘major review of foreign policy that had

inltiatlve on the Easi-West arms race,
1" He know most of the world by thes*

time he hecama prinde minister in 1068, :
And he knew most of Lthe Worid's Impope |,
Xtaul Yeaders by: ;pq tlme he reured n:

" thin
‘ visit to the While House,'a cup of coffee. -

> with Mikhall  Gorbachev and, visiting''
weslern leaders In Moscow at Konstan- - i+
t tin Chernenko's funeral, the Carlbbean .-

. Commonwealth.. leaders’ conferenco,
and the Bonn summit of the leading
western industrialilzed powers.

. and (rade, the International institutions™
.- to which Canada belongs andthe lnter-
+ national trade it hopes to enhance. ..

« . ohylous 8

rolnt. Mu!roheyl lnterna- i
a uonal expericncy conslsu of one qulck o

quite apparent in the foreign policy " his distance from the Americans, on
-Green Paper put out the other day by ' Star Wars research and on hemispheric
Exlemal ffairs Minister Joe Clark. ' "~ - lssues such as Ropaid Reagan's Nicara-
The "two tracks. of Mulroneyl 'lguan m‘tde é;ngafﬂoo ‘{et l‘:)!'r ?ilabh!h- )
ns I ng a sttong rapport w eagan,
emerglng forelgn pollcy are Institutlons ~Mulroney hopes to persuade the U.S.
president of the importance of middie-
powrgr roless Int ht.hle world, p:rllculgrly
\ These ma notbelu\temenu o( lhe ¥ on North-Sou ssue‘s‘luc as Third
m’;’th a8 ltatomcntz ‘(réali i; World financing. { .
5 y nn Murronoy huea Um world, {f'Can>22.-~ In the process. Mulroney Is learnlng
A e orlf !;vot $100 blion . year, , something about the national Interest,

thnu biighly one-fourlh of. the gross: .of which He.is the trustee. He Is not a
glllonnl product, and it makes {fade a phnosopher-statesman and not iikely to
ig ticket tem In Mulroncy s oopduct of §, become one. | 4
Yoy ) LEMY ) ::.‘ But perhaps there are other rojes for
. And about’ lhrcequanerl of that/a prime minister like him and a country
trade is with the United States, ono of ; like Canada lo play in the world: per-
.the points em?hunlzed with’ what arol! haps that of lhe inodest mediator, In ac-
'callvd “bailets” down in Mulmneys pol-° cordance with the Pearsonian tradilion,
ley shop. "as well as the national interest.

. diplomacy. -
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So too does a government that saysj
some of its present restrictiocs oo im-!
ports are bad for the long-term health of’
Canadian industries, but at the same time |
apparently is “flirting” with keeping them
in place for at least a few years more. g
. Ottawa's new foreign. policy green
paper contains fire words and astute ob-
servations aboot the bmeﬁts of mnlmaa
teral trade liberalization- -+ - " LA
=1t potes that in thebngmvn!mm
export Testraints (which ia effect are im-y

i part quotas) and some types of subsidies’.
lesse the ability of our industries to com-
pete. And it says Canadian firmos must be-
come more competitive i Chnada's pros—

perity is to be maintained. - .
- ”Itsuggststhatthewaytodotbahs &
frerease productivity, pay more attention
to research and development, train more
engineers and scientists; and do more ex-
port marketing. All this would be belpful
But it is useful to remember that protec-
tionist measures tend to reduce the pres-
sures op firmos to take them. .

Soitxsgoodtoseethattbedocument
speaks of creating a climate where strong
firmes will flourish, and relying less oo
government protection for uncompetitive
industries. And it suggests judging poli-'
cies not only for their direct domestic i~
pacis but also on. their international sys-:
tem and oo’ Capada’s ability to adapt: - ‘l‘

- Free trade with the United- States.
“probably wonld make Canadian industry .
more competitive. But the political price
likely would be too high The best route .
for Capada is a multilateral ope. . < 1

But while Ottawa seems to be movmg'
tuward free trade with the United States,
thmmngnsthatxtxsphnnlngtokeep
restrictions “on imports from other

Ottawa must soon decide whether to
renew an_ international deal that covers!!
quotas on imports of textiles and clothing
by industrial countries from “developing .
countries. And it must decide whether to
mewiuquotasonfootwezr o .

Recent remarks by Industry Minister .
Sinclair Stevens have been distinctly pro-
tectionist . He also is workiog on the re-
newal of quotas on Japanese cars. |

Etternal Affairs Minister Joe Clark,
says Mr. Stevens is tatking about the short
term, while the green paper focuses on
the long term. But that recalls a dieter’s
procrastination.

If people lack the will today to face un-
pleasant short-term consequences — be
they of diets or freer trade — why assume
that tomorrow will bring a new resclve?
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Clark s’docufnem fated Tor omhv:on

Joe Clark has invented a pew color ‘of govem-
ment document — the grey paper. -

We used to have “white papers™and “ gx-een pa-
pers” — white for a- proposed government policy

and green for a discussion:of something about .
which the government had yet to make up its.
mind. Clark’s paper on foreign policy, published -

Tuesday, was supposed to be a green paper. .
Sometimes we even get “black papers,” such as
the “Black Paper on Tory Patronage™ jssued re-
cently by Don Boudna, a charter member of the
Liberal rat pack. ¢ oy
None of these documents is qmte the sort of
thing about which yellow journalists write purple

Don McGllivray

5 Southam News . -

standzrd item when the government feels the,
peed to say something about a -subject about.
which it pot only basa't made up jts mind but on!
.. which it doesn’t wish to do any new thinking. l

prose. They're more likely to get. mpped ©p ib. _: Il concede that if you Jook hard epough and'

red tape and forgotten. .

' But recently there has appeared in Ottawa a-

kind of document even more fated for oblmon. .
These are the “discussion™

They've come -in varions
colors,-with a2 strong tznda:cy:
towards Tory bluoe - '

The Big Bloe Machine may~
be creaky these days, but
there's a big blue printing
press somewbere numaing ﬂat
out. ’

Most of these discussion pa-
pers have a peculiar quality.
Like many government docs—

ments, they state the obvioes.

s

about the subject than before:
seeing the document. - -
Before you read ooe

agenda™ as Jobhn 'htrnzr Jog Clark
would call it “
But after you've plnmbed
Lbexrdepdn.aﬂerywhzvegutpastthesm‘face,
you doubt Turner’s hidden-agenda. They bave no
depths. They're all surface. Take that away, and
there's nothing there. - .- ...y :

Ofwmse.azrkhasmoreexcnsethanmost.

for producing a drab policy paper.
“The oﬂ.cn-quoted Chinese curse of “interesting

times™ is a clue to the true objective of diploma- ,
cy. A diplomat who keeps his country out of the
world beadlines is doing kis job. To tell him be -
presided over one of the most bland and boring -

periods of history is to pay him a high compli-
ment -

‘But Clark has done more than produce a sopo-’

rific paper. He bas made an inspired choice of
cover showing Canada in an ocean of grey.

If the Mulroney government stays in office as
long as it hopes, the “grey paper” may become a

-Not even a hidden agenda

.. long enough at anything, you may think you see

- something there, like the ships on the horizon

eon)ured up by the longing eyes of sailors adrift. -
But anybody who sees.

ment should re-read For--
e:gn Policy for Capadians, .

the foreign policy review!
issued 15 years ago in the!
y ‘salad days of the Trudeau;
government.

The Trudeau administra-’
tion stated six, ‘‘main
4 themes” which “form the |

-broad framework of for-
eign policy.

The Mulrooey govern-
ment, declaring that things |
have “changed dramatical- .
ly” since 1970, sets out six '
“objectives that derive.
from our valves and aspr
rations.”

“Peace and secnmy"
was a Trudeau theme.'
“Peace and security” is a.
Mulroney objective. i
. "Soverelgnty and inde-! ;
pendence’” was both a
Trudeaun theme and a Mul-
roney objective.

The 'I‘rudean governmmt wanted to “foster ec-’
opormic growth." The Mulroney government aims
for “economic pros A

The Trudeau list lncluded “social justice.”
That’s “justice and democracy” m Clark’s gray

per.
The Trudeau government was gomg to “ensurei

-a harmonious natural environment.” The Mul-;

roney government list calls it “tbe mtegnty of,
our pataral environment.” .’ -

Flveoftbeux,t.ben,mallbutidenhal.'rhe
only difference is the sixth. It's called “vnity” in
the Clark paper and “enbance the quality of life"
in the Trudean government's list. .

Clark’s paper does manage a few platitudes
about the relationship with the US., something
the Trudeau review mysteriously avoided

Otherwise, plus ca change, plus c’est la meme

ase. .
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) ganization for~ Econonnc Co-operatxon a.nd
" _i Tre Opposition — prsumably before read-

" o participate in it.'It called the process a

“Clark’s g;reenm'g’

»of foreign policy -

! The long-awaited and oft-postponed “Green
IPape.r' on: Canada’s foreign policy has at last
Seenthe light of day..It won'’t: be a bﬁt-sel-
Ier.Bat that's not its purpose. .

{ Entitled “Competitiveness and Secunty- Dl-
tections for .Canada’s International
Relations,” this compilation of generalities is
only supposed to stimulate a year-long public
1eview of Canadian policies in the world. -

A special committee of the House of Com-
inons and the Senate will undertake this long-
overdue -task .and  Canadians -across the land
will -be invited to. make’ their contributions.
The green paper (it's actually grey) asksi
‘many questions.- It was- never supposed: to=
;provide the ABSWErS . ieme imsint il
1 Whether-or not the government has made
up its mind- on at least some aspects of for-;
‘éign policy remains a mystery. This report
:doesn’t even make-any recommendations. l't|
does, however;- start from' the premise. t.hat
‘there are certain mmutables Canada’
‘foreign policy.
¢+ To the stupefaction-of few we'll remain in
the UN and NATO and continue to co-operate
wlf.h‘ tbe U.S. in the defence of North Ameri-
€a -We'll try to play an active role in the
Commonwealth, La Francophonie and the Or-

t >

g the report — criticized External Affairs
Manister Joe Clark for his proposed year-long'
parfiamentary review. It even threatened pot

charade and a.ploy- to keep Tory back-ben—
t:hers out of mischief

¢ Clark’s "idea may not be prachcal. You
can‘t put diplomacy on hold for a year..
We've got to take lots of decisions before
May 1936, and they’re not all housekeeping.

“Yet a pubhc review can’t really be faulted.
It makes good sense. Canadians have been:
too- apathetic in foreign affairs, partly be-
cause they've felt powerless to do anythxng
about them. Now’s their chance.

The paper’s emphasis on trade and eco-’
nomic matters is correct. These underpin our.
pivotal relationship with the U.S. and.shape|
our deepest options for the future. Its empha-
sis on interdependence is also apt. So, above
all, is its warning that we can no longer take
our security for granted.

- Opposition partiés will likely repent and’
declde to make their contributions to the re-
view. If they want to inflyence events instead
of impress themselves with tactical game-
playing tkey had better get serious. That
means doing some homework, even doing —
o novelty! — some thinking.

“The absent are always wrong,” goes the
French proverb. If the Grits and New Demo~
crats do stay away, we shall end up with a
very Tory foreign policy.
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If Joe Clark's forexgn pohcy paper is hke a

bowl of grey porridge,. n contams a few tasty rai-
One of them is headed "Oux R&D Perform- .

At

ance.”

half-page-table are devoted to R&D
research and development.

SoweknowExtemalAﬂmrsMxmsterClarkat-'

taches great importance to this subject. Yet on
the same day he unveiled his green paper, offer-
ing it as the basis for year-long study by a com-
mittee of the Commons and Senate, Science Min-
ister Thomas Siddon was telling another. parlia-
mentary committee that the. government would
not bonor Brian Mulraney‘s election. campaign
commmnent to double R&D in his first term.

¢ This is apother bit of eudence suggunng that
t.hepa.peunotasenousat-
tempt to launch a major in-
quiry into what our foreign
policy should be. Government
decisionrs will continne to.be
taken ‘without regard Inr ﬂns
:ketchy document. -,
» Clark’s paper plam tre—
mendous emphasis on‘Cana-
da’s competitiveness in inter-
pational trade, also a favorite
theme of the prime minister.
Few people would question
this emphasis. Few would
doubt that Canada’s poor per-
formance in R&D is a key to
the problems we have encoan-
fered in recent years in com-
peting with the US, Japan F
and Western Europe im the 3=
markets of the world. X

table, showing us eighth oot
of pipe major trading nations
meascred by the percentage
of gross domestic product
spent on R&D. Qur percentage is about half that
of the US, which leads the pack, followed by
West Germany, Japan, Britain, Sweden, France

and Holland. Then comes Canada and last, Italy.

- Depressingly, Canada’s position in this league
table in the early '80s was the same as it was in
the early "70s, and our percentage figure was lit-
tle changed In tbat same decade the US,, Ger-
many: and especially Japan considerably in-

-Tom Siddon .
Marchnng 1o ditferent drurnmers"

creased their percentage spending. The results- ~

gre apparent wbep we turn on the TV, deploy the
iamuy camera, or gel stuck in a traffic jam.

: During last year's election campaign, when
pmd on the cost of his profises, Mulroney
provided a breskdown which included $100 mil-
lon extra for R&D in 1985-86 and $250 million
more in 1986-87.

. After the election be named Thomas Siddon, an

.\‘

Thoughgreatnatxon.smaybehsedof!mtha .
sentence or two, three pithy paragraphs and a -
)argon for-

5

b
1
-1
!

engineering professor from the Umversxty of
" British Columbia, minister of state for science,:
an appointment acclaimed as an indication of se-
rious intentions in the field

In more than one interview, Siddon reiterated’
the comxmtmént to dcuble t.otal spendmg on

B

. R&D.

Then in November Fmance Minister Michael

- Wilson reduced _government spending on R&D by:

about $70 million for 1985-
86. We'll find out pext
Thursday wbat he plans to
do in 1986-87.

‘The government also de-
cided to scrap the Foreign
Investment Review Ageocy,
and to encourage more for-:
eign investment Whatever:
else it does, this policy is
unhkely to boost R&D. i

.One of the' widely ac-|
cepted reasons for Canpa-
das feeble research effort
in the private sector is our
high proportion of foreign-
owned industry, which gen-
erally keeps its research
labs and development pro-,
grams at bome base.

That’s -partly why oppo-
sition MPs bave expressed
concern about the proposed
takeover of Ottawa’s high-
tech communication firm,
Mitel Corp., by British
Telecom. )

Asked bow government
actions meshed with the
views expressed in bis pa-:
per Clark said be “could make the other case™

that more foreign owmership will increase
R&D He also pointed out that Siddon bad said!
government cuts in R&D programs would not'
limit Capada’s ability to excel i
Oh well, that's OK then. !
Meantime, over at the Commons committee on*

.. miscellaneous estimates, Siddon was explicitly re-

"pudiating Mulroney's pledge. It was more a gen-
eral goal than a promise, said Siddon, and any-
way the government wou!dn't be able to achieve:

it

Yetthemarkgreenpapertensnsthataum-
*dustrialized countries “see technology and innova-
tion as the most critical elements in today’s eco-
nomic equation.”
Brian, Tom, this is Joe.
Joe, meet Brian and Tom.
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By Peter Maser
Southam News

Prospects-for a parhamentary review
of foreign policy appeared brighter
Thursday as-External Affairs Minister
Joe Clark announced that it will take an-
other three to four months for the gov-
ernment’s decision on participation in
U.S. Star Wars research. -

The government announced earlier. this
week that it intended to set up a special
committee of MPs and senators to con-
duct a year-long poblic study of foreign
policy.

The asnouncement drew threats of a “sition demands that the decision on Star

boyrott from opposition MPs, who com-
plained that -the- committee’s report
would. come too late to influence the
government's decision on two key issues”
— free trade with the United States and
Cagadian involvement ju Star Wars re-
search.’*

b i \lx ‘" 5

The U.S. has invited Canada to partici-

.pate in the research phase of the contro-

versial program, formally known as the
Strategic Defence Inmat:ve, and a decA-

“gion was expected in June.

But Clark told the Commons on Thurs-
day that the government would have to
makeupltsmmd"mtbenextthreet.o
four months.”

Werethecommxtteet.ostartuswork

soon and make Star Wars its top priori- -

ty, be suggested, it would give the public -

achancezohzveasaymthematter =

'rhemzsterrefmedtoyleldtooppo-

Wars be postponed until after the com-;
mittee has submitted an interim report.
“T" 'SHIL, 'the knowledge that the decision
!s three to four months away was enough
to tngger counterpmposals from opposi-
parhes, whxch in turn seemed to in-

_dicate that the foreign policy review

“with Government House leader Ray’

- mandate to look at nothing but the Star:

- Liberal Extermal Affairs critic Jear:

‘and report
‘months following public bearings. -

could be salvaged. .
The review committee cannot be se:
. up without opposition approval. :
‘New Democrat House leader Ianv
Deans said be expected to meet soor

Hnatyshyn, and Hpatyshyn told reporters’
bhe would be looking for ways to break
the impasse. 3

Deans suggested in the House tha ;
Clark set up a special committee with 2 |

Wars issue and report back to the Com-
mons in September after the summer re-;
cess.

Asimﬁzrproposalwasputfarwardby
Chrétien, wbo said the foreign policy -

committee should be set up immediately
to the Commeons in three

T E
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Tbe valve of Green Papers —
on foreign affairs especially —
ln: yet to be proven. The amount
of work that must bave gone into
this week's report tabled by Joe
Clark makes an- old External .
hand shudder. AR
Was it worth 1t? = °
I have my doubts; but that’s not
to say that ] think a comprehen-
sive periodic foreign policy re-

.

view i3 a waste of time. Quite the‘

contrary.

There are so few foreign policy
debates in the Canadian House of
Commons that one could conclude
that Canadians aren’t interested,
aren't informed and are in fact
embarrassed about their lack of
knowiedge of the outside world

that surrounds us, affects us so vi-
tally and often drags us into the

vortex of its problems and dap-
gers.

“Foreign affairs” is considered
by many Canadians to be dull. It's
fascinating. It's considered com-
plicated. Basically it's not. Often
it's believed to be none of our
business. How wrong that is!
We're all involved — whezber we
like 1t or not

So anything that pnblimm Ca-
padian foreign policy in a reada-
ble, understandable and exciting
way is bound to be a good thing.
Foreign diplomats in Ottawa must
devour publicaiions like Joe

‘Clark’s Competitiveness and Se-

curity: Directiozs for Canada's In-
ternational Relations. The wires
are surely bumming to all four
corners of the world.

The trouble with this week’s
contribution to enlighienment is
that no conclusions are drawn.
Green Papers generalize. It's the
whites that stand tall and declare
policy. But green is better than
pothing 30 let’s see what conclu-
sions we can draw from the sweat
and tears of the cream of Cana-
da's foreign service, :

‘We can conclude {rom the min-
ister's foreword that it's been 15
years since the last review took
place. That's somewhat mislead-
Ing. Canadian foreign policy
basn't stood still for a decade and
a half. Decisions have been taken
when required and often past poli-
cies have been reviewed.

We're also told that our coun-
try's membership in our alliances
and in world organizations is pot
up for grabs. Thus this Is not a
Trudesu-type study. It's the stuff
of status quo with a plus. And the

granted.”” That's a fact .thlt
should be repeated many times.
The pext section blandly states

that a constant of Canadian policy’

has been the protection of our oa-
tional sovereignty. Was Clark re-
ferring to the Foreign Investment

" Review Agency or our National

plus stands for closer ties, espe-"

cially trade and economic, with
the US.

We're then treated to a com-

dium of “national attribu

‘re told we're a country of dis-
t.lnct regions. We're North Ameri-
can but not Americap (a blazing
flagh of the obvious). We're Atlan-
tle, Pacific, a nation of the
Americas, of the Arctic. This we
could have done without.

So, t00, could the writers have
omitted reference to our riches,
our prosperity, our peace. We ei-
ther know that or we don't

But then we're told: “We CRD DO Crizen  ecitorial

Energy Policy? Not very likely.

We doubt very much if Canadi-

an policy in the past has really
focused on tangible measures —
that cost real dollars — to main-
tain our independence.

There's a credible attempt to
explain the international econom-
ic and political and security sys-
tems. It's inevitably pretty dull
stuff. .

We liked the hntnrical re!er-
ence to the origins of NATO and

to its main function — to deter.

aggression against any of its
members. But was it really neces-
sary to repeat it here? Perbaps

the younger geperation needed It. -

The focus of the whole paper is
contained in these words: “The
growth of interdependence has

caused economic issues to assume

an increasingly important place in_

foreign policy, and foreign policy
increasin

to assume an
tant - place in
policies.”
Perbaps the paper should have
dealt solely with this. Once you

gly impor-
in sational economic

start talking about the world, you.

have to cover it all. i
Those who want to be friends
with everyone — isnt that a na-

tiona] Canadian trait? — will turn.

away from the following: *The
most direct threat to Canadiap se-
curity derives from the Soviet Un-
fon's military capabilities and an~
tipathy to our values, and - from
the consequent distrust and com-
petition between East and West”
That's good plain talk

The controversial US. Strategic

Defence Initiative is almost dis<

missed withont comment. Too
controversial? Clark- said: “We'll
have to reach a consensnus on
whether strategic defence is likely
to enhance or diminish our securi-
ty, and we will have to consider
to what extent our economic and
technological interests are at
stake.” Amen.

Canadians . should take advan-
tage of this exercise to become
better informed about their coun-
try's foreign policy which, by and
large, has been formulated and
carried out in a public vacuum in
the past.

If the Opposition insists on boy-
cotting it, that's their choice.

Georpe Grande is & member of The
board specializing In

longer take our security for torsign aftairs
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Nediy

number “of* Ottawa-based envoys tpent

of the holiday weekendlooungoversame

wmed reading material — Joe Clarkl
Green Paper sn {oreign policy.

C :
;ﬁadlng material

Canada‘’s external affairs nnmste certalnly'

dmhubutuﬁbettharmtaatmhhpet
pro)g:t. “u .L.‘,
quhapsl ashxsdedretokeeptherato(
the shrinking world abreast of the new Canadi-
;n éavernmt

-
F

Or puhapc’he wns lbohng for a more sym-
pathetic ear than the one be received from op-
position parties wheo be tabled his grey-cov-
ered paper in the Compons, .

Whatever the reasoa; at week's end he had

his aides deliver ““courtesy” copies of his

‘much-maligned* document to each of the more

100 diplomatic missions here — along
with a friendly covering letter.
What is more, his officials are now in the

d.r. of conducting a round of special brief-
ingsifor the gmbassadors on the contents and
purposeofthepaper—keywthefu-stfor-
elgn!policy review in this country since 1970.

e home governments of the envoys bave
patiently looking for clues on possible
chagges in the direction of Canada’s foreign
policy since the Mulroney regime took office
eight months ago. -

But, with the paper now in their hands, the
dx;;.lamn are pot quxt.e sure what they have
go

What they are reading is a document that

not purport to propose policy, let alone
defibe it In short, there is precious little sub-
:unﬁe to package up and send to their foreign

the words of ope Asian dlplomat.”Wbere s
the Eed’
N

¢ surprisingly, the heads of mission are

ully choosing their words in expressing

reaction to the Clark document — at least un-
tﬂ e current series of briefings is over,

Ilhlyx Ambassador Francesco Fulci, cur-

“dean” of the European Economic Com-

ty grouping bere, is among those who had

lly expected the new government to

g;t;d;:uce a Whne Paper dehmng fore:zn pohcy

thmkmz on intemational -I-

Nevertheless, be finds the contents of the
Green Paper “an interesting and useful cata-
logue of questions that apparently have xnndl
meaning for the Canadian government.”. -

Falei - mwdtheemphxnsphcpdonmde
and ‘economic issues. “It is important for.us to

Mnt&mdmiudenmutbemﬂn
pmblexmlnlhuviulm :

Fnlclhxsurudydxspnt:hedwhhgm
entlcopyoft.hepaper.l.lonzwlthamume
onf—andlslnt.hemusx prepaﬂngnln-
depth analysis. - * R i

ObservedaniJ‘lAmbaudorRonaldoCm-
u'v

“Wedidn‘treaﬂykmwmtwexpectu
we waited for release of this paper. I am nat-

vrally reading it very carefully, although. lt :

does not appear that the basic framework of
Canadian tomznpoucynahuntwchmgelt
this time.”

The timing of the release of the mdy paper

had:a particular meaning for the ambassadors
of Thailand and troubled Nicaragua.
. Njcaragua's deputy foreign minister, Victor
Hugo Tinoco, was due to arrive here today for
important meetings with Clark and Htmque
Vezina, minister of external relations.

This three-day visit will provide the

opportu-_
nity for useful discussions on the latest devel-

opments in Central America, including Presi-

dent Reagan’s plans to push ahead with a total
trade embargo against my country,” said
Ambassador Casimiro Sotelo.

Ottawa-based envoys found in the Green Pa-
per precise figures on the pumber of diplomat-
ic, trade and consular offices maintained
t.hmughout the world by Capada. The total is
110, nearly one-third of thema in Europe.

But they look in vain for indications as ")
whether the Mulroney government plans
eliminate any more foreign posts in this
of financial restraint.

The government announced late last year
that five of its overseas offices were to be
closed for a potential saving of $3.1 million in
1985-36. Understandably, there is lingering
concern among some envoys In this capital
mttheuemight taﬂugainlnthemonths
ahead. ’

Predictably, much Inberat is !ocuued on
one ;of the dominant questions raised in the
Gre;n Paper: Sbould development aid be tied
zoncounu-ysrespecttorhnmrkghu,orm
future trade p

Just how much attention the Clark paper at-
tracts among Ottawa's envoys will be judged
by what happens in the follow-up process over
the next year. S e

This will be interesting to see. ='. ¥¥: . 7.




3
External Atiars  Att; & '
A% e Canaca e / C . s
o = Feneion fu®
/

S D SUBJECT/SUJET
' OTTAWA CITITYR

PUBLICATION SATE

MAY 2 3 1985
| Foreign policy gag
a . " How ca;x)t.he opposi(ioﬁ’-justify opposing a
. special parliamentary committee to review

° Canadian foreign policy? By killing it before
- it's even born, they would deny Capadians a
chance to debate all aspects of this country’s
International role.
¢ The Liberals and New "Democrats have
every right to oppose Conservative policies.
They also have a duty and responsibility to
express their own views on questions like
Canada’s participation in the Strategic De-
fence Initiative and Canadxan trade with the
- U,S . )
’ But they have no nght to force thexr views
‘on the government by blackmail. Yet that's
what they appear to be trying to do.
" Last week External Affairs Minister Joe
Clark tabled a Green Paper on Canada’s in-
ternational relations as promised many
months ago. It's supposed to serve as back-
-ground- for a thorough foreign policy review
“to be conducted across Canada by a special
“all-party- parliamentary commmee estab-
,lished for that purpose. "
'.. Clark proposed that the committee report
.back to Parliament in a year’s time with its
recommendations after travelling across the
‘country and consulting as many Canadian
" groups and interested people as possible.

In the meantime, as Clark explained, Cana-
‘da’s foreign policy can’t stand still. Some de-
_cisions will have to be taken during. that s
year, One is SDI and apother is trade with
-the U.S. — in particular what.type of agree-
ment we should seek with Washington. Cor
- The opposition says it won't take part — in
‘other words it will withhold its consent to
setting up such a committee — unless the
- government agrees beforehand not to decide
- either of these issues before the committee
) makes its recommendations on them. . °-

" Thus there’s a deadlock. A minority appar~
“ently believes it has the right to set deadlines
for the committee’s work and on when the
majority government can decide. specxflc is-
sues.

This is democracy? Certainly not. Unless
the Liberals and New Democrats change
their tune, the process of sounding out the
Canadian people — they seem to be forgotten
in all this — could be nipped in the bud. -

- ' r More Canadians must learn about Canadi-
:. ‘an foreign policy. They have to become bet-
ter informed. They should make up their own
minds about issues that affect us all ** <+ 2

Surely the sober second thoughts of Liberal
‘and- New Democratic leaders will prevent
them from using the guillotine on Canadiag
*public opinion. If they become responsible for
that, they will be abdicating theu' dutxes.aq
elected representatives. - - *

" There's undoubted value in’ public review.
There's none ln denymg it for parrow, parg
Teasons. . -
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By lain Hunter . :--¥disr.o. i s “-4
Citizen statf writer - . A—Mﬁ;
Opposition - MPs.« branded -External’ AI‘
fairs s Minister Joe!Clark’s. - proposal :for:
year-long“foreign policy’review Tuesday. :j
charade and threatened.to.boycott the
cial parhamentary-. eomm.{ttee thawall
conduct it. -  .» T -~
Therevxew was pmposedm a ma)or:dxs-
cussion . paper ‘on international ‘relations
which suggested that :Canada’s eeonoxmci
future s vitally linked.to- freer trade
the United States. . e et
“A.nevr ‘Capada-US  trade. regitne, incors
porating ~ expandéd “mutual trade obhga;
tmqmnld pn'mde a stable, lmg-term

-

t is completed.
For example, spem.ﬁc pmposals will'ie

presented in a white paper expected to:

released by Defence Mxmster Erik Melsen!

rext month. Ve e
“It's a bloody msu]t," fnmed NDP exté:
nal affairs critic Pauline Jewett. %9

whether to'accept the invitation of the U.S. toj
participate in Strategic Defence Initiative
(Star Wars) research on space-based anti-mis-i
sfle defence. He told a Commons committee
last week a decision was not likely until after
the end of June, suggesting an announcement
while Parliament is recessed for the summer.

But he insisted the government would have
to reverse any such decision in the face of a
committee recommendation, based on repre-;
sentations from the public, that it was wrong.

Clark qualified this assurance, however, by
stressing only a unanimous recommendation of
the committee would have this weight.

The green paper stated bluntly, in apparent
reference to spending cuts expected in Finance
Minister Michael Wilson's budget to be pre-
sented May 23, that Canada must be realistic
as to the costs of adopting new policies in the

n policy | revnew..

areas of de:lence ‘and foreign aid. |

“Before,”: Clark said, “the assnmpnon was
that Canadl .could decide what we wanted to
do and then go out and do it" - - . -

He argued there are important dec:sxon: for
Canadians, as-distinct from their government,.
to take in the area of foreign policy and said
the government intends to respect the outcome
of the committes process.

Former Liberal external auain minister

- Jean Chrétien accused the government of set-
ting up the year-long consultation process to
keep backbench Tory MPs occupied. ]

Chrétien also observed that although Clark's
green paper plxeu unusual emphasis on trade;
and economic issues, Prime Minister Brian|
Mulropey and .US. President Ronald Reagan|
launched a study on Canadian-American free
trade in March.

Disputing Clark's claim that all areas of fnr-
eign paolicy need study, Jewett noted the Com-
mons external affairs committee has already,
completed. major reports on Latin American-
and Caribbean relations and on security and
disarmament, while a Senate committee spent:
three years studying free trade. The Macdo-’
nald Commissiop on Canada’s economic pros-

is due to report this summer. .

Both Jewett and Chrétien said they are i.n-
clined to recommend their parties not take;
part in the green paper committee, although!
they added they will have to discuss it wit.h,
their fellow MPs.

They indicated the two opposition parties.
could insist, in return for their co-operation,,
that such major issues as Star Wars be made
a priority on the committee so that it can
make recommendations on these subjects be-
fore the government sets policy in these areas.

Otherwise, said Jewett, the opposition could
refuse the traditional unanimous corsent for
establishment of a special committee and pro-:
voke a lengthy- debate in the House whlch‘
would embarrass the government. - .- .

She said she is sure the government wonld‘
not want to set up a Parliamentary oommmee
which had only Tory members on it

Clark’s green paper, unlike previous fomgn
policy papers, makes an improvement of Can-
ada’s ecopomic competitiveness in world mar-
kets a central factor in external relations.

It argues Canadians can no more isolate:
themselves behind trade barriers than t.hey»
can guarantee their own security.

“For most of our history, we have been able !
to count on our patural wealth for our pros-‘
perity and on our geography for our security,”
the document says. “But we cannot take ather
for granted any longer.”

While the green paper reammu Canadas
commitment to the UN, NATO, the Common-
wealth, and the sevep-nation economic summit
of industrialized nations, it poses dozens of
questions ip the areas of general foreign poli-
cy, defence, international security, foreign aid,
trade and peacekeeping operations.

Throughout it warns that Canada’s resources.
are limited. !

“In fact, reduction of the budget deficit may
require further retrenchment in some of our
international activities,” the paper declares.

“Pricrities will have to be established. Diffi-
cult choices will have to be made.”

In a pessimistic overview of Canada’s de-
clining influence as a trading nation, the paper
argues increasing protectionism, particularly
in the US, its largest trading partner, is a
great danger.

8
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~ Bat u Carnada is to- cali for & reduction ‘of

- protectiontizy, -it fhast be ‘prepared to-maker - F 5 T

~sacrifices in some -of its own protected indus-
tries such as textiles, footwear, automohua
and even agricultuore, it argues.
- The green paper 1 hsts the !ollowmg four op-
)

tions for“‘secunng and enhanung" trade ac-|
cess to the US.:

o The current approach of de!endmg Canada
from US. protectionism by lobbying and ex-
ploiting its rights under the multilateral Gen-.
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GA'H')
with uncertain success; :

o A bilateral iramework agreement nnder
which working groups would make recommen—f
dations to govemments, but vm.bout a guaran-r
tee of access;

e Sectoral free trade amngemenn as now'
exist in automobiles and defence goods which;
would be difficult to balance in the trade in-!
terests of -both sides and would have to be
squared with Canada’s GATT obligations;

e A comprehensive free trade agreement to
eliminate most tariff and pon-tariff barriers
which could affect important economic, cultur-
al and foreign policy considerations.

The paper, while it doesn’t state a prefers
ence tur~any opuon, seems more mclined to
the lasto 2 #hs Lae ux L R

“It is poszb]e t.hat if !.here were a weI.l-de-
fired, mutually obligating, bepeficial treaty
governing trade, cultural policy ard foreign
policy would be less affected by bilateral
trade disputes than they now are,” it argues.

In-its section on defence and security, the
green paper says the most direct threat to Ca-

. padian security comes from the Soviet Union's:
military capabilities and “antipathy to our val-:
uves” as well as the consequent distrust and!
competition between East and West.

It acknowledges the declining state of the
country’s military equipment and says Canadi-
ans will have to decide how much they want
o spend to mpmve it “when our budget deix--
cit is 30 enormous.”

The paper also asks whether more pnority
should be given to peacekeeping forces, taking:
into account the tendency in recent years to’
bypass the UN when arranging such forces.

Otherqmtinnsalsoraxsedmtbepaperm-
clude:

. Bndget penmttmg, should the federal gov-
ernment make a priority of providing techno-;
logical support to arms control agreements, ' '
such as seismological expertise to verify a nu-
clear test ban?

o Do Canadians beheve that declaring sup-
port for nuclear freeze proposals builds confi-:
dence cor leads to eventual reductions in such
weapons? - ~

o Should development assistance be tied to a
country’'s respect for human rights, t.rade or
anything else? - :

o Should Canada join the Organization of
Arnerican States? :

o Are Canadians satisfied with the “careful
balance” the government tries to maintain be-
tween Israel and its Arab neighbors?
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quluzon statl witr .+ [ L "
Both opposition parties confirmed'
Wednesday they will boycott 4 parlia-'

Star Wars reseal’ch and free trade with,
the U.S. Y
They announced: 'the boycott after Dep-"!

o commit the government to postponin

.. lts decisions on the two" Issues until”al-
Eter a special committee of MPs and len-
= ators makes its’ r?commendatlons based
»> on public hearings. !
‘Parliamentary experts could not recall

EOTIQH

SUR

S8
s

_’._

M

e

FER
1 DX

ry
PUELICATION
~

" refuslng to take patt In t lpeclal com- il
*-mittee in the past.. :

Unless the government backs down,-..
the parliamentary study based on- the -
. Conservatives’, green paper on forelgn,
mentary review 'of Canada's forelgn poli- '\, policy, announced with fanfare by Exter- ;i
¢y unless they are given'4 say. In he,‘ nal Affairs Minister, Joe|Clark Tuesday, » betng! undertaken by ‘Trade - Minister ;| ! i Nielsen argued Ihu ﬁne ‘Bonservétives,
government's decision on partlelpation ju.""wil) be an embarrassing- ‘one-pagly” gxer-. ,{;Jnmel Keileher:and his U.S. counterpnrt"( ithllke previous Llbera) administratlons,”

Nelthee Clark nor Prlme Minister, i!rl- L

S an instance of ech one opposition party . .stop as usual to take questions.

"+ Clark has said a decision on Star Wars  * * The Liberals and New Democrats In

- will be made after special Canadlan en- . the Commons heaped ridicule on the “ba-

voy Arthur Kroeger has completed his i nal” discussion paper produced by Clark

-study of the proposal in Washington at * for its “Dick and Jane primer” language
‘the end of June. and its mlure 1d" take any, policy posi-
+ui An Investigation of freer:trade options .tlon.

: I3 scheduled for completion this fall.- ' _were issujng the discusslon paper In or-

.. Clark was in Montreal Wednesday pro— “der to open up foreign policy for public
an- Mulroney were ‘In' the Commons¥moting his forelgn licy paper to radlo _ discussion, -and chastised the opposition
uty Prime Ministey Erik Nielsen refused - Wednesday when both NDPand* leeral JF' statlons and editorial boards, Muironey , lor rldlcullng the process..
< MPs heaped ridicule 6n the exercise.::. -
_They called’}i*a farce and a mockery
- of Parllament. since, the'
. inslsted it can't walt unitl
has mado its rccommcndauons next May [&
to decide on pariicipation 'In Star Wars
and closer trade relations with the US.

was absent from question period in the ' “The deputy prime minister sald he

Commonl when the lssue was raised _could understand the NDP position be-

“even though the prime minlster's office ~ cause that parly “has always had diffi-

lald he was scheduied to be there. - culty coming to grips with the pnrha-
On his way out of a Tory caucus meet- mentary process.'

ing eariler, the prime minister did nat In vain he appealed to the Liberals, as

the officlal Opposition,’ to take part in

Qppesntlon partles agree on. unprecedented :boycott.of Clark’s committee:

the commilice review.

Outside the House Liberal leader John
Turner told reporters the governhients
refusal to postpone its decision on (fit
two vital lssues of Canadian-American

. trade and Star Wars until the committ l:
-hss dealt with it makes the exercise I

relevant.

"We don't Intend to participate in lr
relevant hearings across the country and
commit fraud on the Canadian peoplel”
« If the decisions on Star Wars and [ree
trade with the U.S. can't wait, Turnér

- sald, “then let's not go through this cha-

rade of public hearings,
. ““This committee is ohviously a make-

. wark project for a lot of Conservative

backbenchers who haven't anylhing bet-
ter to do,” he snapped. “

o
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~ Liberals hit the foreign policy revnew trail” -

Th.Cund-nPrus

{- While the three political parties
Jhum and haw about whether and how
to set up a special parliamentary
comrmittee to examine Canada's for-
eign policy, the Liberals hit the road

G.hkweektoholdﬂmrmbeamp'

across the country.

- The Liberals, who are re-examining
their positions on a wide range of de-
fence and foreign policy issues, will
be seeking public views on specific
topics such as Star Wars, arms con-
trol and disarmament, Canada's role
in in.international peacekeeping
forces and plans to update North
‘America’s nortbern defence system.
® “Primarily we ‘are going through
some new thinking about our own po-
sitions,” says Liberal MP Lioyd Ax-
:::hy,oneofthetxsk!mmem

- “We think it's an opportunity to
‘talk to a lot of Canadians, get their
views on what the Liberal party
ghould be arguing for.” *
ngthﬂ' permanent committee mermn-
include chzirman Jean Chretien
‘= the party's external affairs critic
'— defence critic Len Hopkins and
‘Andre Lizotte, a party vice-president.
' The Liberal committee was.an-
pounced the week before the govern-
ment released its discussion paper on
foreign policy and the three parties
locked horns over megotiaticns about
whether the paper could be referred
to a special committee of senators
and MPs for study.
> The opposition parties are threaten-
ing to boycott the committee unless
it's allowed to study and make recom-
mendations on Canada’s participation

in Star Wars research apd on a new
trading arrangement with the United
States before the government decides

what it will do.

Decisions on both topics are expec-
ted early this fall, months before the
committee's originally targeted re-
porting date of May 31, 1986.

In Its meetings in Vaocouver and
Winnipeg this week, the Liberal task

" force will be bearing from a variety .
"of academics, politicians and peace

groups, including Operation Disman-'
tle, the country's main umbrella or-
ganization of peace groups.

But it's already been told it won't
be bearing from Arthur Kroeger, the
senior public servant assigned by the
government to look into the implica-
tiors of the American invitation to
participate in the research phase of
the strategic defence initiative, popu-
larly known as Star Wars.

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark
bas said Kroeger is welcome to ap-

. pear before a Commons committee .

. after be's presented his recommenda-
tions to the "government, but that It .ond Axworlhy
would be inappropriate for him to ap-. " .

pear before the Liberal committee.

The Americans originally boped
their allies would respond to the Star
Wars invitation by Sunday but Canada
has already indicated it won’t be in a
position to answer for three or four
months.

The Liberals have never actually
said they would turn down the Ameri-
can invitation if they were still in
power. But they bhave instead ex-

e e
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i

American space defence programs.

The Liberal committee will also be
studying the puclear freeze issue.
party rejected the ldea in last
mer's election campaign, but shifted
its policy late last year by joining the'
New Democrats in callmg\ for an im’
mediate, mutual and verifiable freeze
op nuclear weapons by both the Unn-
ed States and Soviet Union. .

The committee will also bold hear-

pressed general reservation that par-- .ings in Toronto, Montreal, Ottawa and®

ticipation in the research phase would
increase the chance Canada would be
involved in any future development of

10

Halifax before reporting its ﬁndmp
to Liberal Leader Jokn Turner. There
is no fixed deadline. - -y =._7
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. {lark signais
passive role’’

f-‘). 4""*-

on -W0rld scene

o
OTTAWARL Canada’s iorexgn polxcy ha
shifted from forward to nentral: =
External Affairs Minister Joe Clark’s dlSCUS'
sion rpaper, Directions for Canada‘s Interna-
tiomal- Relations, _completes- the transition
from Canada’s activist role“in world affairs
under Lester Pearson-and Pierre Trudeau to 2
simple go-with-the-flow policy that smts the-
styieof Prime Minister Brian Mulroney..
‘Gane are the days when Canada was a “help-
ful fixer” on the international scene unden
Pearson, a2 Nobel Peace Prize winner; gone as
well_are Trndeau s_.Nonh-Samh and _peace
initiatives - TOEL T et
'I'beMulroney ‘Doctrine now reqmres Cana-
da t.omake the bst dea!s pomble ina world
The country’s- gn’zrst urag:—pohcy “chal]
lenge, our bumpy affair with the United States,
is to pe "2<“new; constructive relationshipT.
based.pn the twa.haszq tenents of the.doctrine
— doser-econdmiz"ttegrations and -a ‘wide
open foreign investment pabcy 1o fuel the en-4
gineof free enterprise.- e
The Green Paper. focuss us dxscusxon areas
on stgrtificant i issues” - o7
In 2 section on American influence onCana-
da, the paper lists sach familiaz “ditnensions”
as interest and ex.chang rates, export trade,
fore:gx w-ﬂershxpm:d

IRy
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Bu“ h ccnch:desﬁztthed:aﬂmg: isto "hars
ness them to serve Cacadizm ierests” — not,
a; tte Liberals sought t da, m saem the conti-
nemialist tide. < - &= o

Mulfoney Has,in effect, dmded on the Sec-
ondOption.

Fiteen years ago, when thenexternal af-
fairs minister Miichell Sharp produced his
paper oa fareign policy for Canadians, there
was scarcely 3 maxnm the Amencan rela-
tionship.” - .

Bus.two-years Xate': be wrotaan assay for
the. sexm-officxa! external - affairs magazine
International Perspectives. In that article; he
iﬁened out a view of Canada’s options vis-a-vis

jnited States that were to guide Canadian
policy op until the Muironey victory.=- ./~ .}

There-were, Sharp. wrote, thréé options:
maintain‘our, present” relatxonshxp with the
Udit ?1 States; move to closer integration; and

hird Optior, *pursve -3 comprehensive,

'q rters and climbing.

: cqnspxracxes, as Mulroney s Washington.friend

: piospenty and the’ mtegmy oI our nazura

_mitters as trade, Star Wars research and arms

lon,.vferm strategy to develop and strengthen
thé Canadian economy and’ other aspects of i
ouf hdtional life and in the process to reduce
the present Canadian vulnerability.” ‘

-Althotigh Sharp, no nationalist, disclaimed .
respionsibility for such mechanisms as the For-
eign Investment Review Agency and the Na-
ticnat Energy Program as instruments of the

Thi-d Option; lhey ‘were put in place under °

Trudeau.

During ail that time, huwever. the Third Op-
tion "had not the slightest effect on the exn-
croachment of the reainv oi Canadian econom-
ic dependence on the United States. :

.p the early 19705, as a new. v.study points out,
e spid two-thirds of our exports to the US.’
t.That figure now is in excess of three-

Mulroney decided that. Canadas best
Am can policy was to get along and go along
wm: resident Ronald Reagan.7;: -

:l'hxrd Optwn dadn't work; let's try lhe

'L'hfre are sxgnsnuhe Clar mﬂuence, how-
tAt one pomt, the paper argues: "Americans
"bilateral issues predominantly“in economic
terms; Canadians see them in polxtxcal or.cul-
tural terms as well as economic.” - 5w iyt §
economic factor (“jobs, jo
virtually all Mulroneysee(& s} bs. Jobs") s
{There is a Clark — and external affairs de.
pan.mem ~ vision of the Central Americaq |
pe as well. The:paper sees’“some signs
[} progress Jtoward democracy in Central
erx,:a — not smply Commumst-mspxred

wpuld have it . - a7 s SR
¥{The passing of time hasharelv changed the’
ectives listed by the Sharp and Clark papers
soverexgnty and: mdependence. Justice.and
ocracy, peéce-‘and security, economxg

ex;vu'onment. Tagmrra
1“The paper oW will be turned over to 3 par-
hamentary committee, whxch wxl] use 1t as a
basis for public hearings”~ "' ’

% But there 4re-decisions on such nmmedxate

¢optrol that can hardly wait untxl the commn-
teg reports next year.

[}
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| "ramped vision of Canada s Tole

“What kmd of Canada o we want"" Tbat was
the spmbed}‘energehc qustmn about our role in
theé world that’ the Trudeau government put to us
in 1970, The: 1mplxcatlon was that most, if not all, -
things were pomble. Joe Clatk’s question, 15 years
later; is.grey “with. mlddleage. “What kind of
‘Canada can we afford?™ It is 2 cramped vision,
paralyzed by worry about the deficit and narrow-
ly focused on Washmgtpn to the near-exclusion of
thé rest of theworld. vt bnl

Competitiveness and Secunty Dzrectwns for
Canada’s International Relations is a foreign poli-
¢y for accountants, not for' a pecple who stormed
onto the global scene in th&1939 war against to- -
talitarianism and who for ‘a, half-century have |

been a jeading voice for democracy peaceful co-i*
ex:stencabetween East and West. and zntemahnn—

d
men{ is little more than’ ancther special’ pleadmg
t‘or freer trade with the 'Umted States, for,yeL

moré farexgn mvstment domimation of our econo- ,-*

my, and for'a shrmkmg from our responsibilities
1o.help shape Western defence, improve forexg'n
aid and better East-West relations in a dark hour.
That is sad, becanse Canadians themselves are-
n't caught up with the notion of nsing our.role in -

the world merely to advance gur own narrow eco- -

ngmic Interests. The policy review acknowledges
this. On page 3 the document potes that Canadians

are concerned with these issoes, in order: National

unity, sovereignty and independence, justice and -
democracy, peace and security, economic pros- -
perity, the integrity of our ralural environment.
Yet the report goes on 10 dwell almost exduswely
or the ecanomic aspect of our relations with other .
states, giving short skrift-to popular concerns
about issues like national sovere:gnty and peace.

Reading the foréign poﬁcy review, Tt is'€asy to " ing ‘off our birthright.“They believe that we dof

.. described, in stark and uncompromising terms, as)
... a direct threat to our security, with-no attempt

dnsputs. By any measure of pohtxcal and econom-
jc accounting, we are A more influential country.
than we were 15 years ago. Yet this healthy. per-
spective is utterly absent from the policy review.
Instead, we are told that we are weak, except
when teamed up with the US.

In 1970, the Trudeau foreign policy paper wag
Lcriticized for all but ignoring Canada-US. rela-
tions in its bid to open us to a wider world. The
Clark review makes up for that flaw, in spades. It/
is obsessed with our client relationship with t.he'
-US. Indeed, it could have been scnpted by the
White House. 1

Freer trade with the US. is advocated to blunt
.-the thrust of US. protectionism, as is more forexgxf
investment in our economy. The Soviet Union is’

made to acknowledge their own security concerns.

“The US: Star Wars research program is again de-
* seribed ‘as “prudent,” and its lucrative high-tech
spm-oﬂs are cited as potential vehicles for im-
proving our own research and development. The]
United Nations is assessed in terms of how it “fur-
. thers Canada's current and prospective interests,”
. instead of how it furthers the interests of a major-
ity of its members. The date for living up to the
commitment we made 10 years ago to boost for-]
eign aid to 0.7 per cent of our gross national prod-
uct is put off by another decade, to 1995.

"_The best that can be said for this dreary vision
of Canada’s shrinking global role is that it is not_
the last word on things. o

‘I‘here are more spirited and more progrsswef
*voices in the land. They contend that we can have |
a better trading relationship with the US and a2
more competxtwe domestic econpmy without sell-

Iorget that we do matter’ azrthe mtemat:onal' have a role in fostering detente, if we can find the,
scene, and not just because,we're large traders_ courage to condemn. foolishness and to advance
Since 1970 Canada kas joined theleague of the- (op . commonsense. And they challenge the claim that
seven Western industrial nations and shouldered we must wait another decade before boosting our,
the political burdens that membership entails; aid, while Africa starves. Those voices are the
we've become one of the developmg world's most _ .voices of. Canada that the world has been .zccus-

consistent champions and aid donors; and* ‘we' e
spoken wisely and well about. detente himan-
rights and the peaceful settlement of international

tored to hearmo They should speak up, fearless-
Iy, as ‘this government moves from the realm of
- policy papers, towa rd action. -

-
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By Carol Goar Toronto Star TR
'$ OTTAWA —:The Canada that.. |
‘emerges from the-foreign olicyb-,,
-iliscussion paper issuéd by Exter-*"
"pal Affairs Minister. Joe Clark this' «
. Week Is a sombre, cautious kind of ;.
"{ylnce. 1t looks oufward and sees |
.threats and obligatlons. It looks In+" ",

discussion paper.-He is genlinel

:

GOAR": 4.5 12, ¢ excited about thé prospect of sen
| INSRTRRPLY

¢ National -

L)
w4, ing a committee of senators and"" to “manage” the ‘divergent- Inte
Bt “ ‘¢ the views of ordinary Canadians
Affairs’i.? H

)7 - MPs across the country;fo collect -ests of the two countries; -,
AT v *And he does intend fo- lsten g/t 0 Iniine with thelr pro-Améflcan

not up'*for.debate. The'govern-

i

‘ward and, sees difficult cholees, It - -, them. “We don't want (6 establish, stance, the Progressive Conserv:,

.i$ a nation without vision, -» , . . e . s, | i

i ; cn “ tully worded" document s there. 'f‘wC expect to recejve advice thal.'. the Soviet Union lhan“weré thelr
‘ f“‘);vf rﬁa'} :.w r;o:tgcgr“ t&!llée aou:" an yscnse of excitement about the “will cause us to chanﬁe policy =i L:ber.;l pgedfcf'&;f’h“", Wﬁ T el‘)?OK'-'
{', 10““)" or & longe takp Per, rofe.Canada could play' abroad.. ‘t_hat is the purpose of the pracess.” - I ze'l at Sovie avior has been

sarn§i f ¢ can n(odon (hr keour’ Nowhere does thé Ivﬁxlrone «gov- | At one point, in fact, he almost :; Inimical to our .lnteresls. i the
‘spc_:‘tfx\rrnmyr ?ll;eg;;?‘,%i;ﬁ, o?rdeleme ernment dligiay gny I;zcll?a ion‘:jo gt_imillt‘:d that tl;le wah;rctg;down, paper says bluntly, it 4

t : * j,redefine boldly the role of 4 ymid--. discussion paper he was tabling — : | e 3
‘ l"g'.nstiot:‘sd '\]\?:et "L“l-e;stesdd b:r'wgeg dle . power" lg ‘a teng, troubled. - which had undergone, months ol 7z 0, A powertul strain of economic
"‘?;'é‘ (l::carmssl:a%énacgeler:(ege' € worid. . ... . .- ~ . . 'bureaucratic revisions ‘and' cabl
‘:‘lAl'l tiis is indoibledly true, bt &' ¢ Sanada ance : prided -itsell: on, , net tussles — was not his dea of 8, conyinced that Canada’s influence;
his is undoubtedly"true, but " haing a peacekesper, 8.bridge be-? scintiilating document. * i - NI international affairs hinges, to &
is hardlg an lnsph“lmi way {0 tween tlch and poor; a:smalt bu‘t:j, 'There are a couple 3! graphic large degrece, on its ability'to com-
launch the country’s Tirst full-  (houghttul player In world affairs.™ phrases in the text. . "iaTeport- ° pete as a trading nation. But this
fledged public debale on foreign i the 19505 and '60s, “the Pearsc- rernoted. . *.0  “1ji 4‘]):

pplicy. - {ESEARA *"nian traditlon’t \yas as much a de- ... 'l don't know-how 'that hap:/{'ey teview, the’ government! of*
‘ } The 43-page, discusslon paper "* scription of Canada’s state of:ind %p_enegi.-‘a grinning Clark repiled. -~ pierre Trudeau singled out “eco
Mutifully sets out most of the right® * as IPwas‘n tFibute Lo Lestbt Pedt ¥ In spite of its timid'Janguage,¢ poinic: prosperily” as one of M3,
.dpestions: Whal must Canada do v son, Canada’s 14th J)rlmc inlstér: ‘however, the dotument does pros

i remain Internationally compeli- and best-known. diplomal. »Nrw;VidGnﬂ number. of clues to the, , R
tive? What kind 'of relationship " that heritage segms'lo ba'slipping * Mulroney government’s ylew of {iv's 0 And finally, It :looks as If fors.

7

vil LS
.dians want? Can the country's for-' ¥, Clark’s’ docuniént éspquiles: no ' .y R
ign aid dbllars-be better sed? 0 mbitioud <Iniernatlonaly oalayg: Ity .Canndt; o llcl‘nl\l
What Is the hestway to tefend 4+ calls instead for.the-Careful sets. qrth'/ﬂ ahtle Fronty

t10i féderal cost-cutting. The

¢ Irijanitss o dealing With aid Is riddled with

luge but sparsély populated couns *ting:of- policy priorlties® In ay. Llon Is non-negotldble.’Fhore I3 B