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

e

Mr. Kelleher. Mr. Clark will have a shortfstétem;nt
-
and then it will be thrown open to questions of all the Mlnlsters.

e Kot

CLARK: Thanks very much. I have tabled o&hx in the House
A“
of Commons, a Green Paper entltI(a "Competltlveness
& i

and Security" which is the occasion and.ihe Vehlcle for the first
public parliamentary review of lnternatlo&\r pollcy in Canadian

history. * My colleague Flora MacDonald\trled to accomplish this
purpose in 1979 but you may recalI:;;at we ran out of time., We
are doing it through Parllégént,.th;ough a joint committee of the...
a special Joint Ccmmltté; S£~;he House of Commons and the Senate

because Parliament, ‘Eour‘v1ew, is Canada's most important institution
'-. g

and represents :he 'hole country. The paper will reflect the traditional
concerns of Canadlan foreign policy, concerns with regard to arms

control, t;‘intgrnatlonal development, to relations with particular
AA‘L A7

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

ﬁl ;i ternational institutions. But there is also, as you
.Keaﬁeldfalve 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 econamic circumstances
must befaced by Canada as we make our policy in any aspect of internationa.l
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, and indeed over the

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

Indian wamen. That used to be a Canadian gquesticn, it has become

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

of concern to people in the Muskokas. So it goes, questions 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 question$ which had traditionally
been regarded as more local. We also hope to create and to generate

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

elected to bring new policies to the cowmntry. 1I've made it clear,

as have my colleague Ministers that we intend actively to pursue

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

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

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

or in other fields. 1It's owr view that those questions are too
important just to leave to Ministers or to governments. 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
is all about. I should say that we're doing this in the context
of a guite remarkable demonstration of interest by ordinary Canadians
in international questions.' All of us have been impressed by the
overwhelming response of Canadians to the famine in Africa, a response
which continues. I believe that that interest in intermational,
questions largely untapped for a long time, goes well beyond the
question of famine, the guestion of a crisis in one continent.
We hope in the year in which this study will continue, that we
will 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 politique international
canadien. C est la premiere occasion dans 1l'histoire du Canada
gue nous avons eu un debat, une serie de seances publigues pour
permettre aux citoyens de participer directement dans la formulation
des politigues etrangeres. Dans une grande mesure, le Livre Vert
touche les concerns, les preoccupations traditionnelles du Canada.
La preoccupation avec le developpement international, avec les
institutions internationales, avec nos relations bilaterales,
et avec les regions du monde. Mais avec le controle des Andes.
Mais aussi il y a une autre phase qui 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 economiques
internationales avec lesquelles nous devons travailler, avec
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lesquelles nous devons faire face. Et j'espere gque l'océasion
de la circulation du Livre Vert peut encourager les citoyens canadiens
e nous joindre dans un debat public et detaille des fins et des
programmes de notre politique internationale.

We'd be pleased to try to deal with gquestions that

any of you might have.
MODERATOR: Michel Rostand.

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

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

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

gouvernement ne fait pas partie de la révision.

CLARK: Ce que nous avons endossé est 1'id&e, le principe que les
politigques de 1'OPAN doivent e€tre dé€terminées par 1'OTAN,

par tous les membres, les états-membres de 1'OTAN. Nous avons indigué
gue pour le gouvernement, la question est décid€e en ce gui concerne
notre adhésion & 1'OTAN, mais c'est un processus public. Il y aura
les autres perspectives, j'ai... nous avons indigué dans le Livre

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

conclusions différentes une fois que le Comité a soumis son rapport.
../s
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ROSTAND: Mais pour 1l'instant, vous acceptez ce principe de 1'OTAN,

CLARK: Pour l'instant, le gouvernement accepte les politigques 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 équipe 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 colleague, Mr. Kelleher. Mr. Kelleher
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 éo we will do that. The fact
that we have 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.

MODERATUR John Burke.

»

Q: ««. (inaudible})...a bit the same gquestion, how do
you reconcile, for instance, a decision coming back

or a recommendation on cruise missile...or 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 decision 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'd 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 hypothetical but I think it

makes the point that I'm trying to make.
MODERATOR: Robert Hepburn.

Q: Mr. Clark, in your forward you say that reduction
of the budget deficit may require 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. 1Is 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 question 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 question 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
of the process might we cut back in some of these fields? 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, Frangois Jalbert de la Radio Mutuelle, j'aimerais
savoir dans gquelle mesure vous vous sentirez lié€ par une

recommandation du groupe parlementaire de consultation qui irait dans

le sens contraire d'une politigue qui aurait &té décidée d'ici l1l'an

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

en particulier si vous décidez de participer 3 la guerre des &toiles,

c'est presque impensable gqu'on puisse s'en tirer si on s'apercoit

que les canadiens sont contre?

CLARK: Si les décisions, si les recommandations d'un Comité conjoint
du Parlement et du Sénat, si les recommandations sont unanimes,
il y a une possibilité que le gouvernement peut changer meéme une politique
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de base pour le gouvernement. Euh... j'ai... j'ai indiqué dans le
Livre Vert certaines des guestions qui pour nous sont presque fermées,
les questions de 1'OTAN, les questions des Nations-Unies, les gquestions
comme c¢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 que c'est bien essentiel pour nous d'avoir, premiérement,

les audiences publigues, la participation publique, 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 question, 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 aZford
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 point 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 Qant to be effective
we may weli have to...we are going to have to establish some priorities.
We don't want to establish those priorities blindly, we want to
do it on the basis of comparing what believe we 'know about Canada's
interest in different regions wiﬁh what the public bélieves it

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

Q: Mr. Clark, on the whole guestion 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 foed. I'm
thinking here of import gquotas and the various lobbies for these
groups have been pressing the Canadian government very hard to
retain the quotas and in some cases to increase those gquotas. How
do you view this? Do you see free trade actually eliminating these

kinds of quotas and what impact would that have on jobs in Canada?
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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 immediate 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 quite explicitly raises.
We have to take a look at those areas in which it is going to be
more likely Ior Canada to be able to be ccmpetitive on a world
scale and those areas where it is less likely ﬁ?d what we have

to do about 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 of

some of these import gquotas?

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 cowmtries have put in place and are putting
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in place.
MODERATZR: 'Courtney Tower.
Q: ..s.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...

CLARK: Sorry? Oh, well, look, are you suggesting 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
hand carry on activity but not allow public participation? 1In

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 question in this case.

CLARK: I guess the question that a government would have
to...I guess the real question you're asking me
is would we try to undo it if there was a recommendation by a committee,
a unaninmous, strong, persuasive‘recommendation'ihat we should try.
My view is that we wouldn't close the door on trying to change
a2 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.

Q: ...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 give us your
own characterization of the thruist of the document

in terms of whether you see it és a greater emphasis ontcontinuity

with the previous Canadian governmeht foreign policy or whether

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

CLARK: I see it as reflecting continuity in some of the
traditional areas of Canadian foreign policy in
our commitment 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 acceptiﬁg'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
a 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 intermational 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. Is 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 d&eclaratory, what...I
don't even see from loocking 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? 1Is that what tied it up in Cabinet?

CLARK: Hugh, I can remember days when the bureauchief
for the Globe and Mail used to be inquisitive rather
than declaratory but those f@ays have passed. There is a major
change of emphasis of Canadian foreign policy in this paper. It
affects literally every department ranging from agriculture through
' ../16
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to fisheries, it affects eveiy one. I wanted my colleagues to

have the opportunity to know what we were proposinq in their nane,

to know the céncept 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

£ thorough and conclusive discussion of this orientation.
MODERATOR: The gentleman here in the second row.

Q: . Si vous me permettei une question, 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 gquestion-l3 en priorité et de vous faire un rapport
préliminaire avant que toute décision soit prise pour é&viter une
situation conflictuelle d'opinions. Ma deuxi&me question, c'est pour
l'aide au développement; est-ce que vous ne ferez aucuh changement
aux structures des 1'ACDI entre autres, avant gue le Comité ait remis

son rapport en 19867

CLARK: Premiérement, en ce qui concerne mes recommandations

au Comité, mes suggestions au Comit&, je n'ai pas
1'intention de les donner les nggestions formelles. Si le Comité
veut donner une priorité& aux questions de l'initiative straté&gique,
¢a 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 1le
gouvernement de les attendre. En ce gui concerne les structures

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

les structures de 1'ACDI, peut-gtre 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(?).

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

air in the thinking that might say that this is
a rather cynical 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 questions too important? It seems a rather cynical

exercise.

CLARK: I guess Jamie, if you're going to éecide 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 do

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

to try to bring his or her views before the committee. I understand
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 docunents, 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 of 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 purpése is to discuss foreign policy

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.

Q: Mr. Clark, I wonder if I could ask you about the
research and development gquestions 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

question 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

question, 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 gquestions 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 en;yclopedic or too complex. You know we have

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

terms of Canadian public interest in the questions 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 guestions 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
£a2ll and secondly as Jeff mentioned, ?he encouragement for more

of foreign ownership which apply, I think, other things equal,

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
yvou that the government policies are wrong, not to be reversed

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

(inaudible) the government?

CLARK: No, not at all. I suppose what I would hoée the
report might do is encourage you and others to examine

your own premises, to examine the premis that encouraging foreign

investment necessarily is going to lead to a net reduction ¢f research

and development. I could make Quite strongly the other case and-

I expect that here will be an opportunity 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

restraint, 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 soon 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
Committee 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 questions. 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 some we won't.
If there is a unanimous and persuasive report by the committee
that guestions or challenges some of the elements of the defence
policy in the White Paper, then I think it would be difficult for

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

Q: ..(inaudible)..questién 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 everything is bargained, where we have
to 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.something
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 consequent element of our paving to give up things in
order to get something specific, would be diminished, that's the.
sense of the sentence as I read it.

‘MODERATOR: Michel?

Q: Votre document vous-méme. Vous revenez souvent sur les
guestions de contrainte financiére, contrainte de
l'environnement international, le précédent gouvernement de monsieur
Trudeau avait plaisir 3 se présenter comme un grand de ce monde.
Est-ce que vous-méme vous etes pas en train de nous dire qu'il faut

gue le Canada ait une politique E&trangére @ la mesure de ses moyens?

CLARK: Je ne suis pas certain gue je comprends toutes les
implications de cette phrase en francais. Je crois

cgu'il y a un rSle important pour le-Canada Z continuer & jouer, je

crois que ce sera nécessaire pour nous de faire le choix, d'é&tablir
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certaines priorités parce gue nous ne pouvons pas faire toutes les choses
gue peut-étre nous voulons faire, mais avec les choix, avec 1l'é&tanblisseme.
des priorités, je reste certain gque le Canada peut continuer & Jjouer

un role bien important et consistant avec nos traditions internationales
mais aussi que nous pouvons réaliser une convention internationale

une croissance domestigque qui est plus efficace aujourd'hui.

Q

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

vis-3-vis les Etats-Unis pour la défense ou pour le commerce. Aren't

you downyrading 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 qui méritent leur préoccupation si nous ne sommes
pas préoccupés avec un désir d'@tre 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 gqu'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.

Q. 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 1'a proclamé monsieur Mulroney
déjd, mais je voudrais gue vous m'éxpliqu;ez le sens que vous attachez

g8 une phrase assez intéressante 3 la page 40 en frangais oll on parle



--24-.

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

Ge lz suprémacie de 1l'Union Soviétique et son antipathie 3 1'égard

de nos valeurs, etc. etc. Vous pensez pas qu'd ce moment-ci que
votre rapport a pris tout 3 fait une nouvelle attitude tré&s claire

et anti-soviétigue et sa place le Canada, comment vis-3-vis ces
discussions avec ses partenaires sur la question des droits de l'homme

3 la Conférence, je sais pas, un message trés anti-soviétique

complétement.

CLAR™: Non, du tout, ni anti-soviétigque si vous parlez cu

| soviétique comme l'union soviétique ni pro-américain,
si vous parlez des américains comme les Etats-Unis. C'est une question
de nos valeurs. Le mot valeur et mentionné dans la phrase et il n'y
a aucune guestion en ce gui concerne les valeurs canadiennes. Nous

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

cgui est contre la liberté.

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

3

dire selon vous, liberté.

CLARK: Liberté, les autres valeurs associées avec une société
libre, comme les droits humains, comme la presse libre.

Come les valeurs comme ¢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 find 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 a 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

you susvitting 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 gquestions
'as of others by the public. But I think that on our record to
date we have demonstrated a very close adhefence to the ~
traditions of Canadian development policy. There is an important
trade question. There was a proposal by the former government
of a trace aid fund. Those are matters which have to be considered
and what we are saying is that instead of considering them in the
privacy of External Affairs or...we are now goiny to open up the
process and not simply encourage'public and Parliament to take

part but also encourage public and Parliament to take part with

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

CLARK Thank you.
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MINA/ SSEA: I indicated that I would have no objection if
White the Committee decided that it wanted to give priority to
- Brady SDI and other questions. Indeed, there'd be some advantage
Kergin to that because the Government has to make a decision on
Chambers the invitation some time in the next 3 or 4 months, and
. McNee I would welcome the opportunity to hear from Canadians
" Mason before that happens. As things now stand, the Liberals
: MINT/ and the NDP won't let Canadians speak. Now, they may change
. Fountain their position and I hope they do.
. Kneale .
Burbridge Q: (Inaudible).
| 3‘;;;“11 SSEA: No, I can't.
U .
Di? Q: Legally, you can't do that? -
gg§ 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
Mikkelbor 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.
ggzzigigr Q: But you're saying it would be the Committee’'s
decision what the strategy ...
FPRS (QD
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.
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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 Government 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 étes prét & attendre le rapport
du Comité, un rapport du Comité sur la Guerre des étoiles avant de prendre
une décision. Est-ce que c'est g¢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 immédiatement

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 étes-vous prét & leur donner?

SEAE: Ca peut prendre 3 ou 4 mois, j'imagine, pour nous de prendre
une décision. Le Comité peut commencer, je crois, j'imagine une ou deux
ou trois semaines aprés que c'est établi.

Q: Le Gouvernement pourrait retarder la décision jusqu'a septembre,
c'est ¢a?

SEAE: Ce n'est pas une question de retarder. C'est une question de
prendre les décisions gquand nous sommes préts.

Q: (inaudible) les provinces & 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 & la politique 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 question 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 question 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 question 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.

Q: What about the very broad and strategic questions?

SB: 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.

Media Relations Officer
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" SSEA: ~

Q: How o0ld is this decision on Star Wars Research,
until you get a report of some sort from this Committee?
‘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 question 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.
" 1'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 guestions. 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,
a 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 international
relations and let us get on with it.

Qs 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

to, .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 establlsh 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
quite remarkable about this. When this began, the NDP's reason for
objecting was that they didn't have enough members in the Committee.
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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 qguestion whether or not they want the people to be heard.

jane Dodd
Media Relations Officer
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| CBC: External Affairs Minister Joe Clark is
MINA/ expected to release his green paper on Canadian Foreign
Whlt? Policy tomorrow. Central America is a region of
Kergin increasing importance on the world stage. John Kirk
Chambers who teaches Latin American Studies at Dalhousie
McNee University says that Canada should not imitate U.S.
Mason President Reagan's recently announced trade boycott
MINT/ of Nicaragua.
Fountain
Knealg JK: Our Government should have the moral courage
Burbridge to voice strong disagreement with Mr. Reagan as many
30153011 European and Latin American leaders have already done.
MINE As well, in view of our international reputation
PSS as an honest broker, we should continue to assist
DMF the Contadora nations, but in a more energetic fashion
DMT and with much more initiative than we have to date.
}DMX Moreover, since Nicaragua will continue to be in
DMXN the eye of the storm, our Government should stop
;CPD : relying on shoddy, often second-hand information.
§¢I/ We should resurrect the very successful Parliamentary
Mikkelborg Sub-Committee examining Canada's relations with Latin
}eblanc America and also send a multi-party delegation of
ch/ MPs on a fact-finding mission to the area. Perhaps
§trouts Mr. Clark too could follow his predecessor's example
Storsater and travel there himself. 1In addition, our pathetic
s - representation with small offices in Guatemala and
EE;ESQ . Costa Rica surely should be beefed up with an office
| in Nicaragua, as even Mrs. Thatcher's government has
D(6) F c recently done. Finally, we should seek to defuse
j LCD LCR the volatile situation in Central America by creating
| LGB LCT a dialogue, a political space. One effective means
| . R . : .
| CPD of doing this is to improve aid and trade with
3 | ..l2
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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 quotas 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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CoC: Eric Kierans joins us from Halifax, Dave Barrett:.
. .. :',"h .
day..in Toronto

is in our Vancouver studioc and sitting in ¥

. - &,
for Dalton Camp who can't be here today, Ron Atkie(?). Mﬁ,‘Atkie's

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

Gentlemen, good morning to you all, Ron Atklefswe ome and good

k*-%

morning.
ATKIE: Good to be here Petefgi

T

L

P 'x;--}h
CBC: Eric Kierans are, you there?
oAl
KIERANS: Yeah sure.;r’?';-*
.?; &N
4‘&, \E?

h and Dave, you're there?

I didn't hear your bubbling enthusiasm off the
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cac: Okay, Ron Atkie, the floor is yours. That's a little
unfair. Eric Rierams, 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 Mail-is reporting or suggesting

or éredicting that it's going to say we have gloomy economic prospects

in this country and that the best foreign policy response might

e ir z.._ area 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 discussion
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 deing
_is undercutting what is likely to come out fairly soon I understand,
or I would hope, the report of the MacDeonald Commission on Canada's

...3
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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 Commissiop 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 marﬁets go, the idea that we so

narrowly 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 world, then we
should take aavantage of that. 1If the United States starts puttirnc
embargos on trading with countries in Latin America that want 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 :he Americans, 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 Americans will
respond to. I agree with Eric. I think it's just a stall. I though:
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., It's a whole new MacDonald's.
CBC: Ron Atkie, welcome to the club.

ATKIE: Delightéd. Delighted. It's been fifteen years

since we've had a serious discussion of foreign
policy or at least serious questions laid out in a document that
hopefully Canadians can underxstand. I haven't seen the document,
but I understand it'll haveAa lot of questions in it. It may not
have that many answers and clearly I think it's signaled, it will
signal a greater focus on international trade, the idea of competitiveness
and the economic realities that are facing Canada, some of which
are not terribly good. I think we will see an attempt to reorient
Canadians' thinking. I think Dave Bérrett 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 1970 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?

LTXIC: 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 questions 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 something.

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
things 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 age 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'}e going to eat paper, put salt amd papper on it apa'
you know, come on, what is goiné on in this country? Twenty-five
million people and we're navel gazihg as Eric says. Surely to
goodness there's somebody with some gumptioﬁ 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
fine tune a paper, those are the same bureaucrats who worked for

the Liber;ls 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, gome initiatives,
something bold. Lift the spirit of this country, but to produce

a green paper with a blue ribbon. Come on.

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

cee?
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'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. He'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 formér
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 furthef 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 everybody knows
that 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 questions oVerlapping the MacDonald Commission,

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

got a lot of other questions 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?

RKIERANS: Peter, Clark has already said that he's not going

to talk at all about the United Nations, the North

-

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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ATKIE: 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 scmebody wants a revolution like they had . Then those

new market potentials are there on the basis of barter. We don't

have to 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

goodnass, not to join the OAS. We should exploiﬁ 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'fe 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 spilloff, 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, especially

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 héve been doing.this sort of stuff, the bureaucrats
for years.- Now, my problem is I don't expect much of Joe Clark
to be in this green paper, because how much thinking has he done
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lately. How much 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
than being on an airplane for long periods of time.

KIERANS: Impossible. Impo;sible. ~

ATKIE: I think Clark (inaudible)...

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 was 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 gréen 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 questions...

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.
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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 goipmg 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.
ee.14
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ATIKIE: Oh sure, he was attacking the Heritage Club.

KIERANS: A You're supposed to defend scmething 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 (2?) 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 ﬁhét'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 government
for the past six months that has beén 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 sguashed.

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 guestion which seems to me to have come directly

from what Eric said a moment ago. Is Ron, can I ask you this,

eeeld
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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 some time to reflect. He's now been
out of the office of leader of the party for a year and a half,
almost two ysars, and he is, I think now comfortable in his position,

in a Mulroney cabinet and clearly there's no gquestion 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 gquestions, which is

the Clark style, with a view to getting Canadians to honestly debate.

E think this paper will be in marked contrast to the papers that

came out in 1970 which were didactic in approach. Trudeau trying
to educate 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.providé a useful document that will genuinely spark

a debate among the Parliamentary committee and Canadians generally.
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KIERANS: ) Well...
CBC: ' - Sorry, well Eric, I'll give you one quick (inaudible).
KIERANS: Look, I want to say socmething. There was very little

of Trudeau in that 1970 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 humiliatioﬁs he can stand, publically and in front of
all the other leaders bf the world and still say that relations

are good.
BARRETT: And back to the foodlines in British Columbia. -

CBC: Gentlemen, I thank you all. Eric Kierans in our
Halifax studio, Dave Barrett from Vancouver,i.inTour
Toronto studioc this morning, Ron Atkie, sitting in this week for

Dalton Camp.
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large surpluses. This has cut -into the United
States' and into Canada's market share of the large
international wheat market. The Reagan Administra-
tion has introduced a new 1985 Farm Bill which, if
passed, would provide the most sweeping changes in
over 30 years to U.S agricultural policy. It would
essentially reduce U.S farm support and, at the same
time, eliminate programs that have helped to prop up
international grain prices. I believe that the new
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has the Canadian Government done everything it could = !
to bring these two sides together? I fear that - !
Canadian agriculture, particularly in the West that :
depends so much on wheat exports, could be in for a

rough time. For Commentary, this is Gary Storey in .
Saskatoon. ;
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€conomiques ont pris le dessus sur les questions politiqu’és

Reporter: Le diagnostic est un peu plus clair. Les questions

dans les relations extérieures du Canada et le Canada n'a d'autre% choix
el P

que de s'ajuster, en tout cas il ne faudrait surtout pas quvtb-s isole,

parce que trente pour cent de tout ce gue nous produlso:‘\est exporté.

Il faudra donc etre plus compé@titif, plus produc%.f R plu's‘ ‘innovateur

aussi et c'est méme la seule porte de sortie f Canada veut avoir

guelqu’'influence que ce soit dans le monde l'wenir Quant 3 la

<

paix et 3 la sécurité, la notre, celle de %u:ope, celle de l'Amérique
. ki .
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centrale et ultimement celle de toute;%\a planéte menacée par les
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tensions entre 1l'Est et 1l'Ouest, ‘é”‘\bie:n;( il faudra faire de choix,
parce que le Canada n'a pas e_%gfy:ns‘ de fouetter tous ces chats en
méme temps. Voili, resume- a -g;\osﬂ;:ralts ce qu'il y a dans ce Livre
Vert déposé cet aprésg m:.a“’?par le ministre des Affaires extérieures

du Canada, Monsieg:l’_Jo -_;ZIark, et qui a pour titre: Compétitivité et
s€curité. J'ai cfenc ntré monsieur Clark un peu plus tSt en fin

AT S8
"a prenuere question que je voudrais vous demander c'est

d aprés-mid%
pourquoj, vous Saites un Livre Vert et non pas justement un Livre Blanc,

<k

un énon¢éipolitique avec le mandat que vous avez eu le 4 septembre

1l me semble que vous seriez prét 3 prendre des décisions, non?
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JOE CLARK: Nous sommes préts 3 prendre des décisions comme nous l'avens

fait en ce qﬁi concerne le Nicaragua, par exemple, et dans
d'autres domaihes, mais je crois qu'il y a deux questions ici, la
premidre touche la substance d'une politigue internationale, l'autre
touche l'efficacité des institutions parlementaires et en fait, le
droit des citoyens des parties des décisions publiques et je crois dque
nous avons une obligation d'inclure les citoyens d'avoir les moyens,
le véhicule pour avoir une voix dans la détermination de nos politiques.
On le'pratique dans ce domaine ici, parce ¢a n'était jamais fait.avgnt
dans notre histoire. C'est la premidre euh... euh... enquete revision,
revue parlementaire publigue dans l'histoire du Canada.

N

DURIVAGE: Bon, en tout cas, dé€ja il y a désorieptation l3~-dedans,

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

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

CLARK: (Ca, c'est une option, une des quatre options que nous devons

considérer et c'est un arrangement avec les Etats-Unis qui
peut permettre un commerce sans les sortes de restrictions gqui touchent
le commerce entre le Canada et une autre tierce-partie ou les Etats-
Unis une tierce-partie. Mais ca, ¢a n'est cu'une des options.
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DURIVAGE: Le statu-quo ¢a n'a pas de sens pour le Canada? Ce n'est
pas bon pour le Cénada, alors 13, il y a des choix qui
s'offrent. Il yia, soit un libre &change total avec les Etats-Unis,
on en parlera de ca tout & l'heure, ou il y a connection, cet accord
bilatéral-spécial, qu'est-ce gque c'est ga, un statut particulier pour

le Canada ou?....

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

pour le Canada et pour les Etats-Unis en ce gui nous concerne,
rais c'est formel,- - dans un sens, nous avons une telle situation
informelle apr&s le grand ..... ?.... 8 Québec, parce qu'il y a un
accord entre monsieur Reagan et monsieur Mulroney que si les intérets
d'un pays ou de l'autre est menacé par les politiques de l'autre pays,
il y aura une résolution ....?... pas du chef, mais 1'option peut

formaliser une telle situation, mais je veux.....
DURIVAGE: Mais c'est... prenons des exemples concrets, des pactes de
1'auto qui s'étendraient a d'autres secteurs des relations

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

bilatéral spécial ..;

CLARK: Bilatéral spécial est dans un domaine spécifigque, c'est cga.
DURIVAGE: Est-ce que ¢a voudrait dire d'autres pactes?

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

DURIVAGE: Du vétement? de la chaussure?
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CLARK: L'ancien gouvernement a commencé des €études dans les champs

spécifiques, une &tait 1'acier spécialisé, especially steel,
et i1 y eut d'aﬁtres, euh... et nous sommes en train de continuer les
&tudes des champs spécifiques. Comme j'ai dit, c'est une option et
monsieur Kelleher, le ministre du Commerce international est en train
éde finir en effet, les consultations avec le monde des affaires et

du travail...

DURIVAGE: Et ¢a pourrait €tre une €tape vers un libre &change total,

un marché commun Canada-Etats-Unis éventuel?...

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

un systéme de commerce multilatéral qui fonctionne et pour nous,.ncuéJ

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

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

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

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

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

dans l'Asie et dans la région des marché&s du Pacifique. D'aprés un

sens, le 4éfi pour nous en ce gui concerne les Etats-Unis c'est de

maintenir les marchés qui déj3 existent pour le Canada.

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

total, est-ce gque vous seriez d'accord avec ga?

CLARK: Ce gue je veux dire, sans anticiper la politique canadienne,
la politigue 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 que je crois gue le Canada est beaucoup plus
mature, il y a un processus de maturité pendant les.... c'est le mot

francais, mature?

DURIVAGE: oQui, oui, oui.
CLARK: Un processus de maturité pendant les années....

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

Etats-Unis?

CLARK: Non, parce que je crois qu'il y aura les possibilités commer-
ciales pour nous avec le reste du monde et je crois que nous

sommes assez forts comme ---2-.s  pOUr...

'DURIVAGE: On ne sera pas un cinquante-et-uniéme &tat amériqain?
CLARK; Jamais{ ca c'est pour moi, c'est, c'est... .
DURIVAGE: C'est clair.
CLARK: Oui.
DURIVAGE: Passons aux questions politigues, monsieur Clark, il y en
a beaucoup dont je veux discuter avec vous. Par exemple,

1'initiative de dé&fense strat&gique du Président Reagan. Allez-vous

vous prononcer, allez-vous attendre que le Comit@ vous ait fait rapport

pour vous prononcer sur ces guestions?
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CLARR: Non, en ce qui concerne cette question-13, nous avons décide

avant le rapport du Comité,

DURIVAGE: 2h oui?
CLARK: Parce que c'est une guestion d'une certaine urgence...

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

décision gque vous allez prendre tr&s bientdot?

CLARK: S'il y a une décision unanime du Comité qui n'est pas d'accord
avec ﬁne politique du gouvernement, le gouvernement doit
considérer un changement dans la politique &tablie, et la chose qué je
veux souligner est l'importance et la possibilité du Gouvernement
canadien d'agir et réfléchir en mé€me temps et nous avons besoin, c'est

pas étrange, c'est pas nouveau pour un gouvernement d'agir, la chose

nouvelle ici c'est que 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 qui est de 1l'initiative de défense stfatégiqﬁe

vous voulez prendre une décision...

CLARX: Nous devons, nous avons un fonctionnaire, monsieur

qui est aux Etats-Unis maintenant pour...

DURIVAGE: Quand prenez-vous une décision li-dessus?

il 7
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CLARK: Pour préciser la nature d'une invitation. Je crois gque
monsieur Kruger pourra faire ses recommandations vers la fin

de juin et le gouvernement peut prendre une décision apr&s ca.
DURIVAGE: Pendant 1'é€té ou en septembre?
CLARK: Ouli.

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

la guestion, l'entraide bilatérale devrait-elle etre plus directement

subordonnée 3 la performance des gouvernements qu'on aide en ce gqui

concerne la gestion &conomique, le respect des droits de la personné

et la convergence des vues sur le plan politique entre ces gouvernements

qufon aiderait et le Canada? Est-te que ¢a veut dire, concrétement,

qu'un pays comme l'Ethiopie qui est un pays marxiste, pourrait ne plus

recevoir d'aide &ventuellement du Canada? Est-ce qu'on ...

CiARK: Premiérement, c'est une guestion Que nous avons soulevée,

gue nous voulons voir discuter, deuxiémement, 1l était gqguestion
d'idéologie, ce n'est pas dans notre tradition canadienne de lier 1l'aide
aux questions d'idéologie. L'autre question touche par exemple les
guestions des drqits humains. Il y a plusieurs pays en voie de
développement qui...oll le Canada est actif cOté développement ou
cOoté des droits humains n'est pas bon. Dans le passé&, nous n'avons pas

pris la performance des droits humains comme une facteur peut-étre...

DURIVAGE: Je vous presse un peu, mais il y a deux ou trois questions
et il nous reste 3@ peine deux minutes. L'Ethiopie, est-ce que l'aide

-.. 8
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3 1'Ethiopie pourrait étre mise en cause parce gue c'est un régime

marxiste. Je prends cet éxemple-lé.

CLARK: J'en doute. C'&tait la position du Canada, et en pratigue la
' position de notre gouvernement de, d'€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 que le Canada

veut rester dans l'UﬁESCO.

CLARK: Le Canada veut rester et nous en sommes en train maintenant.
A Y
d'essayer de réformer l1l'institution, nous venons de convoguer

8 Paris une réunion des représentants de plusieurs autres pays pour
discuter précisément des moyens par lesquels le Canada peut renforcer

1'UNESCO. C'est une autre gquestion pour le Comité,

DURIVAGE: Francophonie. Est-ce que le Canada va y participer 3 ce

sommet de la Francophonie.... et le Qué&bec?

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

& Bonn pour le sommet économique, j'en ai discuté avec le
ministre de France, c'est possible qu'il y aura des propositions en
ce qui concerne la question d'un sommet francophone. En ce gui 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?




CLARK: Je crois que la question est de trouver le moyen pour permettre...
nous avons fait certaines propositions, le gouvernement du Québec
a répondu et je crois que nous sommes en train de, au moins de le

discuter dans un sens positif, dans un aspect positif.:

' DURIVAGE: Une derniére question, c'est celle des conflits régionaux

et de l'Amérigque centrale. Hier, Monsieur Arnaud de Borchgrave
le rédacteur en chef du Washington‘Times, di#ait au point en ce gui
concerne le‘Nicaragua, le Canada comme tous les pays d'Europe de 1l'Ouest,
a un double discours. ﬁn disqours pour sa populétion et sa position
officielle gqui est celle toute contraire, celle d'etre d'accord avec

les Etats-Unis. Autrement, gue le Canada est hypocrite.

CLARK: Euh... j'ai été 3 Bonn, gquand ....?... la position du gouvernement
des Etats-Unis, qui €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 gu'avant j'ai eu l'occasion

de parler avec le public canadien, j'ai dit la meme chose en privé

qﬁe j'ai dit en public, que nous ne sommes pas d'accord avec l'action

des américains en ce gqui concerne le Nicaragua. Nous avons l'intention

de poursuivre notre propre politique 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 politiques des américains et ceux des aspirations des
autres pays du coin. Nous pensons par exemple que l'aide que 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 imm&diates, mais aussi les guestions
de longue term, de longues dates d'une autre politique é&trangére. ,
DURIVAGE: Trés rapidement, en terminant, ce Comité&é du Sénat et des
communes a un an pour é&tudier une noqyelle politique
extérieure du Canada. Dans un an, qu'est-ce qui arrive, ils vous
remettent ce rapport et agissez-vous immédiatement selon les recomman-
dations ou est-ce qu'il y aura encore du temps avant gue vous preniez

des décisions?

CLARK: Il y aura une possibilité pour nous diincorporer les recomman-

dations, notre réponse & la recommandation dans un Livre Blanc
ou il y 2 une possibilité que nous pouvons accepter ou rejeter, mais.
accepter certaines recommandations immédiatement. Nous n'avons pas
pris une telle décision jusqu'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'indigquer que nous voulons agir, que
nous voulons accepter certaines recommandations pour donner une

légitimité au processus, et ga c'est important.

.‘>‘”‘,Mhd%,wm.mﬁ__;:Z:X:]
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DURIVAGE: Oui, mais d'autre part, vous pouvez aussi donner 1l'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 que les actions que nous avons prises en ce qui
concerne l'Ethiopie, en ce qui concerne le Nicaragua, en ce

gui concerne par exemple 1'UNESCO indiguent que le gouyernement-est

en pleine action maintenant, mais la chose nouvelle est que pbur la

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

DURIVAGE: Merci beaucoup, monsieur Clark.
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FPR/ ) Although Mr. Clark gives no indication of the govern-
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éﬁf d%P the government will continue to make policy decisions
CPL SFF even though there is the public debate underway at a
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SSEA: It is always possible, always possible,
that if there is a unanimous report by the
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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 guestion 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 peolicy 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 NMNews, Ottawa.
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SSEA BOOK CTV: For the first time in fourteen years,
MINA/ Canada is about to get a review of its
Whité foreign policy. Later today in the House of Commons,
X ite the federal government will present a Green Paper
Cirg;n designed to provoke discussion about Canada's role in
amoers international affairs.
. McNee
‘ 3;;;“ This morning we are joined by Bernard Wood,
s / X the Director of the North-South Institute in Ottawa,
Kgun;aln and in our Toronto studio, we are joined by Don
3 eg ?d Munton, the Research Director of the Canadian Insti-
urbridge tute of International Affairs.
Boisjoli
gégs Good morning, gentlemen.
ggg The initial indications we have seem to
DMX indicate that Canada's foreign policy in this paper
DMXN will be looked at largely in economic terms, in trade
CPD terms. Is that would you would expect, Mr. Munton?
ﬁ?iﬁ ib ) DH: Yes, I think that's would I would axpect.
L;ble corg It's been a primary emphasis of the govern-
SCS/an ment and I don't think they are likely to switch
Strouts gears in bringing out this sort of a paper.
gggisater CTV: Mr. Wood, would you agree with Mr. Munton?
lenn BE: I think that will sound very strong in the
D(6) F paper but I hope that it's surrounded with
a wider philosophy. I think that they need a rudder
for foreign policy now. .Canadians want to know where
EEA EFB URT they fit in the world as a middle power and I think
EED PPD that that has very strong economic dimensions but it
EEF PPT spreads over to all the other systems as well.
EER UGB
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CTV: Mr. Munton, should we be looking at our
foreign policy largely in economic terms?
Is that the right approach?

DXz 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. In 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
reascn, 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.

BW: 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 world,
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?

D= 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 cooperatlng 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 gquite 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 Wood, in
terms of his interests on North-South questions, is
going to be dlsappOlnted. 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
years. 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 2 kind of fortress North America. In 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?
BW: 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 wWood, 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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The federal government has thrown Canada's ‘ore gn

&
policy open to public debate. The green paper released

" \.

vesterday stesses trade and security. Ottawa bureau; chlef Pamela
N \ .“‘
Wallin spoke with External Affairs Minister Joe Clark about this
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first comprehensive review of foreign policy.since ,1970.
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REPORTER: Mr. Clark, I guess the obéipus?Question is why
(Pamela Wallin) R SR
did you opt for a green paper which is simply a

- .- R p 4
series of guestions asking Canadians what they think when you and

- .a

.‘! ..‘.‘ ! .
yvour government have an overwhelming mandate, why didn't you just

te’ll us what you want to"do'fq; foreign policy.

ﬁ. \-"E. e 2
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CLARK: Part o£ our mandate is to open up the process
'- 'r,
. S
- and Ithink we're dealing here with two quite different
- t :‘.,:1-"':‘. ’;
processes. €§%?exls to get public participation in determining our
%’
forelgnaoollcynand the other is to demonstrate that there is room
<
in Canadlanrpubllc policy for individuals to take part.
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RZ2O0RTER: But isn't that room there anyway? Would vou have
to go ahead and aren't you going to have to go ahead
2nd maks decisions and Canadians will respond to those decisions

anvway.

CLARK: They'll respond, but this gives Canadians an opportunity
to be in before the decisions are taken, to nhelp

us take them rather than to respond to them. There's nothing new

about 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

cn thie l:--ization of the Americans on SDI. We already had to take

a decision on Nicaragua and may well have to take some others.

That goes on, that's part of life. What's new is that for the

first time in histofy we're inviting the peoplé.cf Canada to take

part in the discussion of foreign policy and part of what interests

me about it, I mean I've always thoﬁght that there needed to bé

a much opening of the system, but what interests me particularly

is that I think there's a much large interest in foreign policy

than we have traditionaliy thought.

RIPQRTIR: 111 richt, those motives are laudable. You want

to talk to Canadians, you want to give parliamentarians,
both MPs and Senators a role iﬁ 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
nature of that consultation?
CLazX: Well, let's loock at some o the issues on which

e.e3




we will not make decisions in the next vear. Likely one of those
decisions is where it makes sense in the world for Canada to concentrate,
wnether that's concentrating our 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 broad purpose

in our development policy, does that make sense, or should we be
focusing mcre exclusively on Africa, or on Asia or on South America,
or Latin America. The same thing with trade. Where should we be
putting our focus. Where are the new markets for Canada. We think
they're in Asia and the Pacific. We might learn, after a consultation
crocess that they're elsewhere. Those are decisions in which the
public can guite genuinely help us come to conclusions about what

we should be doing. And otherwise some of these gquestions will

never get raised. I mean we have to make decis;ons about Nicaragua.

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

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

REPORTER: I understand that, but you've said, let's take a

look at the issues on which we don’t have to take
a decision, what is of interest to people of course is the decisions
that you do have to make 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: It may be begun, the committee may be set up, but
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what again I ask you is the point of that particular exercise.
It seems to me that vou're setting yourselZ up for the fall. 1IZ
you go ahead and agree to participate in research and Canadians

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

CLARK: Well, it's the only foreign policy guestion in
Canada, 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 Canada is much broader than that and indeed part of the point
w2a're triag to make in the paper is that in thé modern world foreign
policy is also broader than we've defined it traditionally.

t invelves very directly the dramatic changes in international
economic circumstances and we have to face thg;e. The guestions

that used to be local are no longer local. The question of beef
policy that used 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
going to be more likely that we can make more intelligent policy,

iZ pecple who are working in the beef industry or working in other
industries that are effected or other modes aﬁe ... that are affected,

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

REPORTER: All right, I den't want to harp on this issue, but
I ccme back to the issue of Star Wars which is svmbolic
in this comtry of a lot of things. It's more than a decision
to particip;te in a particular research project. It is svmbolic
o what will ow relationships be with the United States in the

es o2
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coming vears, and what does your government want that to be. 1Is

asking Canadians after the fact what they want their relationship

with the Tnized States to be rezally a very useful exercise?

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

We're ... we have to take a decision on the Strategic
Defence Intiative, but we also have to make scme judgement which
is a particular project, we also have to make some judgements about
precisely the guestion you raise, what should the form of our relations
be with the United States. Yes,.that decision will be affected
v wWhi. . : Jo on the Strategic Defence Initiative. It has also
been affected by a range of other decisions that governments 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 worthwhile departure and what it may do is open up more

permanently the process of public policy making in the country.

REPORTER: I guess I'm asking about this whole question of
leadership and why you are not taking a direction
and saving this is what foreign policy will be, what do you think,

4 because of the other issues that are under discussion. In your
paper there is-a heavy emphasis on the gquestion of trade. It's
also being dealt with by Mr. Kelleher, the International Trade
Minister and he in fact is going to be making a decision in the
next few months on that question. Again, it seems to be an overlap.
It's almost as if those committees are preempting this Irom being

-




useiul.

LAR: They're not preempting and they're not at all stopzing
it from being useful. Let's talk about leadership.

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

of the people of Canada, but there is no question there is leadership
in foreign policy. In 2 small way there was leadership in foreisn
policy including our attitudeé 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.

That iz L1l evicence of leadership on issues that emerged, on issu=as
that were current, to which the government had to respond, but

in addition to leadership there's also a duty %p a democraéy’to
encourage people of different perspectives, of differeht knowledge

to take part in the process. There . hasn't been that Spportunity
before and it will touch major questions, as yell as guestions

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

it has the informed considered advice of the pecple.

REPORTER: 'How troubled are you by the accusations already

‘ that the process is in fact a little bit cyncial,
the opposition has united again, already at this early date, saying
thev're not sure ?hey want to participate in this exercise, that
it's a bit of a sham, that MPs are in the House of Commons, iZ
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vou want a representative sample of Canadians lock at the 282 that

surround you.

CLARK: Well, I will be surprised if either the Liberals

or the New Democrats refuse to allow the people
of Canada the right to be involved in making their foreign policy.
They might decide to do that. They might after all cf their talk
about public cé=bate and éebate in the House of Commons refuse to
establish a committee. I'd be very surprised and very disappointed
if they did that, because I think it's a major departure. Regarding
cynacli.n. wnat do you co about cvnacism except prove that it's
wrong. I can't prove that this process is going to be a useful
process until the end of it and there's going to be ¢ynacish about
it at the beginning. There's too much cynacism about public affairs
in Canada and in the world now, but certainly in Canada and I hope
that this might be an antidote. If it's given a chénce. I hope

it'1ll be given a chance.

REPORTER: all right, I want to go back to a larger issue

and I was looking through a speech that you gave,
I think 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.
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CLARK: I was trving to deal with a spook, to deal with
the.sgook that if we had anything to do with the

imericans we woulé somehow become less influential, more <tainted

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

fear to be the case, to be true (inaudible)...
REPORTER: 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
and wiz: ou have to do is establish your bona fides, estabklisn
your cwn 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 poin; to them, politely,
firmly, do our thing, continue our aid, continue our visits, don't
rant and rave because that's bound to turn them against 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 hearé more
by the Americans than rudeness will, to put it at its most stark
extremes. Secondly, I think the Soviet Union and the Soviet bloc
will respect more a nation that is clear about where it stands.
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
sﬁme defensive freedom that the Americans do. We're on that side
of the conflict that devides the world. 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 zbout it and that allows
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us to do cther things that are important, whether it's in human

rights, or in disarmament or in other £fields.

REPORTZER: But with the emphasis that you are putting in this
paper on the question of our economic relations

with the United States and it seems to be filtering out on other

guestions. You seem to be saying that the whole approach to inter-

national relations is going to pg 2 bit of a dollars and cents

game.

ZLARZR: Oth, I'm saving that. Because we can't escape that.
There might have been a time when we could prevent

that only altruism could serve as oﬁ: motive. That era is well

beyond us. I'm not saying we have to have clos;r economic ties

with the United States. I'm saying we have to have closer economic

ties with the world. As a matter of fact, our view, my view, the

government's view is that our greatest new growth in trade isn't

going to ccme from the U.S. It's going to coame 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

regarcds to the United States. There's a mounting protectionist

lobby down there and it doesn't threaten just the Japanese. By

threatening the Japanese on some of their across the board protectionist

measwres they directly threaten jobs in Canada . We have an cbligation

to respond to that threat, to stop it if we can. But also an cbligation

to recognize how the world has changed. A debt crisis in Mexico

costs Canada jobs, so Canada, if it wants to keep its jobs, keep

people employed has to try to £find ways as we're trying to, to

... 10



REPORTER:

CLARI:

REFCRTER:

ot

he debt crisis in Mexico ané elsewhere in the third

wWell, Mr. Clark, I hav emany more questions, but

we'll leave that for the course of the next year.

Ckay, thank you.

Thank vou very much.

® K %k




UNCLASSIFIED/SANS COTE

FPR/J. Quinn/5-1874/WF

TO/A
FROM/DE

SUBJECT/
SUJET

PROGRAM(S)/

NUMBER/ FPR-0787
NUMERO

TRANSCRIPTS/TRANSCRIPTIONS

Distribution DATE May 15, 1985

Press Office/Service de Presse

Green Paper

CBC Radio - 0800

EMISSION(S) v 15
SSEA BOOK CBC: Opposition parties in the House of Commons
MINA/ - don't like the government's Green Paper on
Whité foreign policy. They say the government's promise of
Kergin a public debate on the Green Paper will be a
Chambers charéde. They may refuse to participate in a spec1al
McNee committee studying the Green Paper. Stephen
Boisonneault reports.
Mason
gﬁﬂﬁéaim SB: Although Joe*qlark, Secretary of State for
Kneale Extern§l Affairs, says'that lt:s possible
Burbridge Fhat recommendations of ?he special committee could
Boisjoli lnflugnce government policy, he has, nonetheless,
MINE made it pretty clear that the government reserves the
Uss right to make impo?tant poli?y_dec%sions while it
. DMF waits for the committee to finish lts.work a- year
. DMT from now. Exactly how gove?ngent‘pol}cy on freer
L DMX trade with the U.S. or participation -in Star Wars
DMXN research could be reversed or undone is not obvious.
CPD oPposition criti?s, Pauline Jewett of the NDP, and
SCI/ Liberal Jean Chret%en, call the public debate a
Mikkeiborg cha;ade, a bloody 1n§ult{ the work of the committee
Leblanc an incredibly expensive junket to keep Conservative
scs/ - . backbenchers busy.
gtii::ier Jewett: And the government has no more intention of
| FPR/ taking any of its recommendations than it
P A has of flying to the moon. So why, why indeed,
o - should one take this committee seriously?
D(6) F ¢ Chretien: And I think that we are taking for a
CPE CPP ride, that's the only word I can use
CPL SFF there, because they will want to travel around the
world to review all these decisions and as Madame
Jewett said, the big decisions will be made very soon.
e e e . 2
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SB: - Miss Jewett and Mr. Chrétien say they'd

- be prepared to work with the committee if
the government .agrees now not to take decisions yet
on at least two important subjects: Canada's
participation in Star Wars research and trade
arrangements with the U.S. Stephen Boisonneault, CBC
News, Ottawa.

At

Natalie Kirschberg
Media RelatiQns Officer
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SSEA BOOK RC: Le secrétaire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures,
Joe Clark, a déposé aux Communes un document de consultations
MINA/ sur les relations du Canada avec le monde. Le livre vert
White touche une foule de sujets et trace un portrait de la place
Brady que le Canada occupe sur le plan mondial sans pour autant
Kergin Préciser la position du gouvernement conservateur. Des
Chambers Etats-Unis, le document dit qu'ils sont la premiére
| McNee puissance mondiale et qu'ils sont les garants ultimes de
Mason la sécurité des démocraties occidentales. Le livre vert
MINT/ souligne que les int&réts du Canada en matié€re de défence
Fountain continuent de s'accroitre et gque les budgets devraient
Kneale étre ajustés 3 la hausse pour lui permettre de remplir ses
Burbridge obligations. En outre, un comité& spécial des Communes et
Boisjoli du Sénat sera appelé 3 voyager 3 travers le Canada pendant
MINE un an pour recueillir l'opinion des Canadiens sur les
¢ Uss relations exté@érieures. Dans l'ensemble, .l'opposition a
! g:g accueilli tr&s froidement ce livre vert.
DMX RC: Lorsque le comité spé€cial chargé d'étudier le
DMXN livre vert fera son rapport en mai 1986, des décisions
CPD importantes auront dé€j3 &té prises par le gouvernement sur la
SC1/ guerre des étoiles en particulier, mais le Secrétaire d'Etat
Mikkelborg aux Affaires extérieures, Joe Clark, n'y voit pas
égg}anc d'inconvénients pour la raison suivante:
Strouts JC:" Ce sera nécessaire pour nous, le gouvernement,
Storsater d'accepter un certain nombre de recommandations, parti-
{ gggihard culiérement les recommandations unanimes du comité.
| SR RC: Mais l'opposition en doute fortement. Le critique
: libéral, Jean Chrétien fait wvaloir ceci:
D(6) F cC
JC: C'est de la foutaise ce document-13. Quand ils
vont recevoir un appel de Reagan, - bien on veut avoir une
réponse demain matin, - le“gouverneu? Mulronev va répondre
rapidement. :
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5a collégue du NDP, Pauline Jewett, abonde dans le

Il se pourrait méme gque les deux partis d'opposition
ent pas 8 la revue parlementaire du livre vert 2
le gouvernement accepte d'attendre les recommandations
our décider de participer ou non & l'initiative gde

-

-ratégique des Etats-Unis. Ici Mireille Massé 3

Réjyane Dodd
Agent de Presse
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FOREIGN POLICY GREEN PAPER

CBC: Joe Clark wants to hear from Canadians about our S
2, Y :

foreign policy. The External Affairs Mlnlster reieased
"”: -;."a;'_\_

his discussion paper on the subject today. He calls it?competitiveness
and security. The document raises guestions about ou;ﬁEFéélng
relationship with the United States. It also as£§¥Can;Eians to
consider how much they're willing to spend oanefﬁéce. The special
joint comnuttee of senators and members g%.pa%}f‘—’ent will hold

public hearings on these and other questions®" It will then make
policy recommendations to the govgfgzégs ra year from now. To start
the natlonal dialogue we've reached-Bernle Woods, Director of the
North~-South Institute in Otta;;EanE"Stephen Clarkson, a political

economist at the UnlverSLty of Toronto.

_'_.'. ‘-""—-.L."
f“f*ﬁ. - %
ELIZABETH GRAY: ‘Gentleﬁen, what have we got here? Do you detect
I..n .
‘\‘k ‘c
2 in the green paper some signals about any sort

€ "~&{w
" of radical departure in foreign policy? Bernie Wood, you've at

least ad a chance to skim through it.

_KBERNIB’EWOOD- Well, the sense I have when I look at it is that

odis
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all the building blocks are there but they're kind of scattered
aroudn on the playroom floor. Compared to the Trudeau foreign
policy review,'in a sense I think they've done a little bit better
for the starting point although the proof is really going to be

in the pudding.

GRAY: Stephen Clarkson it's...so far I.know you've just
had a second hand briefing on this, what's your

sense?

STEPHZN CLARKSON: 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 gqvern@ent
who's leader is our most American Prime Minister evef,:a real
(inaudible) who's run a branch plant and approaches foreign policy

as if he was still doing the same kind of thing.
WOOD: I don't buy it...
CLARKSON: 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 already in which thi§ more
general paper is much less important and perhaps will be very unimportant

GRAY: You don't agree Bernie Wood, you started to say.

e /3
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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 unquestionably 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
that Steven'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, Qhat 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
| ../4



00400

interests Canada has in an open international economic system and
that comes through very strongly. The sense they do see the stfonger,
more solid across the board linkage with the US as 2 kind of second
best shelter, if that doesn't go well and it's not going well

clearly. So that is important. Further more they do say there's...
the implication is that the trend to ever closer relations with

the United States is there and is going to get stronéer and I don't
buy that. I don't think you can say there is necessarily such

a2 long term trend but there are a number of other stronger messages.

I mean the one that they reasserted actually very early in this
government in the first speech of the throne on multilateralism,

is strong, and you know you think of Stephen Lewis' little contretemps
in the US last week, the echo is there. We have a different view,

we recognize that we've got to build, say...they dqn't say it but
they should, I think, with other middle powers to strengtheh that
international system. And a number of pthefs - on the security

side it goes wider. They don't go gquite as far as to say, you

know, security can involve not just investment in NATO and NORAD

but it can involve peacekeeping and involve our éiplomatic activity,
even our economic development expenditure, they don't go into that.

But the blocks are there, as I say.

GRAY: - Well, are the differences between you at this point,
do you think, based on the fact that Bernie Woods,

you're accepting these as blocks and Stepheh Clarkson is saying

that's all window dressing, what has really happened is that we've

cemented 2 new kind of relationship with the US first...and that...

--/5
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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

a very important role in this by taking over the American 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, énding 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?

WOOD: Yeah I think with the emphasis that comes through
as a continuing theme and as Stephen has said, a
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 gquestion and there are things that

«./6
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Canada can be doing there, you know, putting more Canadians in

those organizations, backing them up with management improvement
schemes, any number of relatively small maybe unglamourous things,

but to go beyond just banging the table and saying reform because

if we keep on doing that we'll be drawn into the kind of confrontation

tactics that others have taken.

CLARXSON: Elizabeth, one thing that doesn't seem to be there
is any analysis which would justify the position

that the paper is taking, namely that Canada has lost international

power over 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 despite American resistance, for instance, about control
of our Maritime boundaries and in the Arctic, our participation
in the eccnomic 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
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nation that depends on trade, and saying, you know, if we can't

cut the mustard in economic terms,vfhen 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 caurse to the immediate post war period and say in relation
to that what we'ddn'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 agree with you some of

the other things we do and have done and could do even better do
amount to. a major security contribution in the world- not necessarily

counted in traditional war heads and missiles and so on.

GRAY: How is this likely to fit into the whole amorphous
process that seeﬁs to be going on in Ottawa. There
are an awful lot of other reviews, aré there not? I mean there's
Erik Nielsen in general, there are other External Affairs reviews,
Trade Minister Kelleher 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

sirategy 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. S0 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

policy not as a green paper for discussion, there's likely to be

guite a lot of overlap and even conflict between them. B

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 export options paper has got its own track and in fact this

paper acknowledges decisions taken on that and on export financing

earlier. Those are worries ;nd trends because in a sense you could
be leic with only the rhetoric at the end but some very substantive
decisions all taken. And I'd like to see, you know, the defence
issues meshed into this wider issue of 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 those two, does that...can you take from'that that Joe

Clark himself is not that happy with this green éaper, he's trying

to effect policy in other reviews, in other places?

WOOD: He says in this one on South Africa, for example,
. they come down saying well, yvou know, do we gain
more or less by isolating Sopth Africa, that kind of guestion 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 & 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

because that's an issue that is...

GRAY: Well then why isn't it in the green paper?
WOOD: I guess you better ask him about that.
GRAY: .. .Just wondering if either of you have a sense

of how much of this is really his?

CLARKS L 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.

WOOD: 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 Trudéau foreign policy reviews

was far worse in a sense bécauSe they had all that compromise built

in but they came out as finished prbducts. At least some of this

can be excused when you say, well this is guestioned and there's.

sﬁpposed to be a process to follow and if Canadians really care

very strongly about some of these issues, they can be heard.

GRAY: 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
politician with integrity and real intelligence and some experience,
I would be a lot more encouraged if he was still commanding a 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 £
hadn't on several occasions made it clear that he didn't think
much of Mr. Clark's opinion and the positions he's taken. So we're
talking about a discussion paper put out by a minister who's unfortunately
been usurved in the political process. So I think it will hopefully
generacz scme 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. %
GRAY: Bye-bye.

C3C: -Bernie Wood is Director of the North-South Institute;

Stephen Clarkson is a political economist.
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CBC: The Green Paper-that's now been released marks the e

first time since 1970 that the government haeahnaer“exen
a broad review of foreign policy. With me is the Right. Honourable
Joe Clark, Secretary of State for External Affairs. L _“;?

Mr. Clark, it's nice to keep asklng Canaalans how
they feel about every topic, what do you want thdotWLth this job?
Reportedly you wanted this post very much you must think that

Canada should say something in the wprld and;that you'd like to

do the saying for awhile. : < .

.
- ", ¥
-+
L

JOE CLARK: I think that there Qas a very valuable Canadian
tradition that became identified with Lester Pearson
that got lost a 11tt1eﬂbit not because of the weakness of Pierre
Trudeau but because of the strength of interest in Mr. Trudeau.
And I thlnk that one of the important things that I can do is bring
‘us back on tc that track. Now we have to do it at a time when
the world's changed, I mean, this is no longer the small United
Natlone*or.the relatively simple international economy that Mr.

ni
Pearson and C.D. Howe were involved in, it's a very different world.

"' . -”t'r. v
;._Y:.i, 00/2



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 quite a 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 too 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...3nd 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 élready 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
trade, 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
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you 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

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

CBC: Alright but what about the tougher ones on the list?
A ot of people want to know what you're going to
do about SDI. You've said that the government is going to have

<0 make a decision whether or not we're particfbating in that research

or not..i

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 deligerately brought in. If you
want to talk zbout 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 economic
realties. 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...I have

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

us right now is a relatively narrow question as to whether or not

we will be involved in the research. The broader question, 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
are involved in research 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 guestion of SDI is very important in that context.
o I..... are z0ing 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...

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

a policy statement.

CLARK: No, because we're looking at éxactly 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 guestion,
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I think, is...to my mind, the real gquestion on All these issues

is whether Canada is going to be content with speaking or is going
“o 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 for Canada a role of trying to be effective where we can

be effective.

CSCe ishen 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 Afriga. ihey 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 gquestions - one, can any Canadian foreign minister
force the government of South Africa, single handedly force the
government of South Africa to change the apartheid policy? Obviously
not. What we can do is be part of a process and gradually perhaps
play a role of some leadership in that process, we want to do that
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 pecple 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 feel anywhere near the same way?

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

I think...in fact I think the problem for foreién
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 impbrtant
corner in the country over the last, somewhere in the last ten
years, 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, ahless lively
danger now than it used to be. It may be that now that we no longer
have the unifyving force of the United States to fear, that there
may be some positive things, some things that we can do in the

world that we can unite around.

CBC: 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: KXo, just a second now...

CBC: ...the Democrats_and Republicang'seem to like

guiet neighbours in the north.

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

that we've been able to exercise our independence
on those issues. We have not been stopped from doing that and
we may have influence, it's the first step. And those...yocu know,
you look back at...we tend to lock at Lester Pearson, to take that
example, in terms of...from a distance he didn't do gfeat things,
ne set about doing little things and he did them step-by-step-
by-step and they ended up to be the peacekeeping idea in the United
Nations. Theose things don't happen with a sudden swoop, they do

happen gradually.

CaC: 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 questioning about what a new government is going to do but
I think that we've been able to demonstrate 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,
1s 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 question 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 different kind

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

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

can afford to take some, I suppose, some risks that the super
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powers can't but that also have an influence that being relatively
Zree oZ power brings you that can do some things. There is, applying
to us, something that one can call moral authority if you don't

try to make too much of it. I guess that's a pretty important
phrase. We have moral authority if we don't try to make too much

of it, if we apply iﬁ judiciously.

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

could we be...

CLARK: We're toco preoccupisd with Uncle Sam I think. I,

at least...the people who claim to set opinion in
the country, I think are too preoccupied with Uncle Sam. I think
that thz country is much less pfedccupied with Uncle Sam as someone
who's trying to dominate us. I thiﬁk that they are worried about
drawing near to power because there's always a danger that you'll

lose your influence and identity there.

CBC: Mr. Clark, thank you so much.
CLARK: Thank you.

% J % %k k *k
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CBOF': Le secrétaire d'Etat aux affaires extérieures monsieur
Joe Clark a rendu publique hier un livre vert sur

la politique extérieure du Canada. L'objectif stimuler dégs;le public
la discussion relative aux intéréts du pays dans le mgﬁaél% Le livre
_ . L. I3
vert prétend ne rien trancher mais d€j3d dans sa fagon‘de;poser les
p

€, -
problémes il indique dans quelles directions il‘faut chercher les

; réponses. Les réponses aux questions de securlte par exemple, pas
Fa L

question de bousculer les engagements du pays dans Norad dans 1'OTAN.
Surtout les réponses aux questions economlques au coeur des préocupa-
tions du ministre, la position concurrentlel du Canada et sa dépendance
tres grande part rapport au marche americaln gqui observe plus des

! 3/4 de nos exportations et qul pourralt éventuellement se refermer
/ e e
si on en croit les clameurs qul émanent du congrés américain. Le

A \
< -

ministre Joe Clark nous §>accorde une interview ce matin 3 Montréal.
\{ Q

REPORTER:
Kﬂﬁetravers ce document gque vous avez publi&, ce livre
‘I; " .7 bl
vert éb t au long de ce document une sorte de peur d'une régurgence
L .

e



CLARK: Oh! ocui. Je crois gue ga c'est une précccupation des
canadiens mais aussi des autres pays qui cherchent un
svst3me ¢e commerce international beaucoup plus ouvert et c'est pour
cette raison qué nous devons agir avec nos partenaires pour &tablir un
systéme intermational qui marche. Mais aussi prendre les actions
précises canadiennes pour nous protéger contre les actions spécifiques
gue les américains, je crois gue la meilleure solution sera d'avoir
un accord international qui peut inclure les américains et c'est ga

notre obiectif primaire.

REPORTER: Mais cde toute mani8re 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-latéraus

de deux sortes. Nous avons les accords formels comme
avec le pacte d'autc; Autoc Pact (?) et nous avons et c'est bien important
l'accord personnel entre monsieur Reagan et monsieur Mulroney en ce
gui concerne la protection mutuelle de nos intéréts. Mais gé c'est
une question de personnalité&, c'est ﬁne question d'un régime dans un
domaine spécifique et le grave danger maintenant avec le protectionisme
qui existe aux Etats-Unis et éue ¢a peut toucher dans l'avénir les
secteurs canadiens qui n'étéient pas touchés par le passé. Quand nous
parlons des relations &conomiques avec les Etats-Unis c'est bien
important d'entendre Jes deux mots gue nous avons utilisés. Un était
d'élargir notre commerce mais l'autre c'est protéger notre acc@s qui
existe et c'est ca gui est peut-etre le plus important dans le domaine,

dans la perspective des emplois canadiens.




REPORTER: Notre grand client guand il s'agit d'exportations se
sont les américaips. C'est une question d'ordre majeur,

le libre &change avec les américains pour nous c'est un objectif 13

d 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 @ ce libre é&change?

CLARK: Une petite précision. Ce n'est pas un libre é&change
comme tel que nous sommes en train de discuter. Ca

c'est possiblement une des options, mais c'est un élargissement de

aws relations commerciales avec les Etats-Unis. En ce qui 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 premi@re est que je crois que nous avons noter au Canada

pendant la derniére dé&cennie une croissance dans le sens de 1l'identité
sens de confiance canadienne en ce gqui concerne le monde mais aussi
i en particulier en ce qui concerne les Etats-Unis. Deuxiéme chose,

quand on parle d'un élargissement de nos activités commerciales nous

; parlons bien siir des Etats-Unis mais nous parlons aussi d'une plus
grande montre que juste les Etats-Unis et mé&me si la plupart de nos
: relations actuelles sont avec les américains. Nous pensons que la

majorité de la croissance &économique disponible au Canada existe ailleurs,

existe par exemple en Asie dans le Pacifique et je crois que c'est

une question d'équilibre, j'imagine que dans l'avenir la proportion

de notre, de nos relations commerciales qui sont avec les américains

sera plus basse dans l'avenir qu'aujoud'hui. Alors...

REPORTER: Diversifier c'est peut-étre l'objectif & long terme
mais & court terme monsieur Clark je reviens l3-dessus
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c'est trés important pour nous les Etats-Unis sur le plan économique
sur le plan des échanges commerciaux tellement qu'on se demande et
_ Je reiluins ma guestion portant sur l'indé&pendance ou la marge ce
1'indépendance politique 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 socuvent faite. C'est naturel, la preuve
est au contraire et je pense par exemple des certaines

gquestions immé&diates, questions d'aujourd’hui, la plus prominante c'est

13 gucotlon du Nicaracua, ol les américains ont pris une position

nous sommes contre, nous avons indigqué gue nous sommes contre, et plus

gue ¢a nou; avons indigqué gue nous n'avons aucyne intention de respecter

ce qu'ils ont fait, nos programmes de développements en ce qui concerne

le Nicagarua continueront, madame Monigue VEzina, ministre des Relations

extérieures, sera au Nicaragua dans trois semaines. Ca c'est une

chose et une chose bien importante parce gue pour les américéins, les

questions d'amérique latine est bien claire. Deuxi&me 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 sé€vélité (?) en ce gqui concerne les

Etats-Unis notre flexibilité& dans le cadre du Nicaragua, de 1'UNESCO

d'autres questions ne sera pas 1l3. C'est d&licat, c'était toujours

délicat. Ca ce n'est pas une question de politigue c'est une gquestion

de géographie. Et ce que nous devons faire et développer une politique

cul peut prendre compte premiérement de notre indépendance, souverainneté
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et deuxi&mement des réalités géographiques qui existent.

REPORTER: Vous avez soulevez par ailleurs la guestion du Nicaragua
vous dites l3d-dessus nous tenons une position gquand

méme fort différente de celle des Etats-Unis, j'en conviens Jjusqu'id

maintenant c'est exact, mais soulevons plus loin la guestion de

l1'aide au tiers monde. Est-ce qﬁe le Canada sur ce plan l& n'est pas

un peu hypocrite, c'est-3d-dire que les fagons gque nous avons de

traiter avec le tiers monde se sont des facons qui profitent grandement

aux Canadiens, aux exportations canadiennes. Est-ce gu'il n'y a pas

un peu d'hypocrisie, est-ce gu'il ne faudrait reviser un peu nos

.agons de faire de facon & ce gue sa profite davantage justement au

tiers monde qu'on prétend aider?

CLARK: C'est un grand débat. La guestion que vous venez de

soulever c'est important. Ce n'est pas urgent mais
c'est le genre de question importante mais pas urgente ol j'espére 15
gue je drois gue le comité parlementarie peut nous donner pas jﬁstes
les réactions des députés, des commentateurs gui &taient préoccupés
pendant des années avec les guestions comme ¢ca mais aussi les citoyens
qui sont interessés par les questions internationales. J'ai été
vraiment impressionné par notre expérience en Afrique, par la réaction
des canadiens aux crises en Ethiopie parce qu'il y a eut une réaction
beaucoup plus vaste gque mes bureaucrates, mes fonctionnaires ont prévu
et je crois que ¢a indigue qu'il y a une client&le pour les guestions
internationales qui 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 de
leur donner une occasion d'influencer la politique internationale

ces 6



de leur pays.

REFIRTZR: On vous fait une derniére gquestion monsieur Clark on
.pourrait peut-gtre vous faire le reproche avec ce

livre vert de tenter une sorte d'opération de diversions pendant que

nous concentrerions nous les citoyens la discussion via le comité

parlementaire sur les guestions &conomigues par exemple, d'autre part

des décisions majeures seraient prises comme celle de se ranger derri&re

les américains touchant l'initiative de défense stratégique par exemple.

TLART: Deux choses 13, les gouvernements doivent prendre les
décisions, rien de nouveau l3. Les gouvernements doivent

toujours prendre les décisions. La chose nouv%}le c'est prendre les

décisions c'est les discussions avec le public. (Ca c'est nouveau.

En ce qui concerne le STI par exemple, c'est possible que nous devrons

.prendre une décision avant que le comité ait commencer ces discussions.
REPORTER: Les américains vous bousculent 13?

CLARK: Oui mais j'ai d&it, j'ai démontré clairement que quand
monsieur Weinberger a &tabli un &chéance 3'ai dit non

je n'accepte pas votre échéance.

REPORTER: Est-ce qu'on a vraiment les moyens dans une affaire
comme celle que j'ai évogqué 3 savoir l'initiative de
céfense stratégique, la guerre des étoiles comme on dit communé&ment,

est-ce gu'on a les movens de dire non aux américains nous les canadiens?
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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?

Oui nous sommes capable, la décision sera faite sur nos

CLARK

dans nos propres intéréts avec notre propre «time table»
et nous sommes en train maintenant premiérement d'identifier les intéréts
canadiens, si oui ou non il y a un grand avantage technologique, oui ou
non, si oui ou non il y a2 une importance stratégigque, nous n'avons pas
les détails jusgqu'’au moment c'est pour cette raison gue nous avons un

fonctionne mal (?) 3 Ottawa, & Washington, mais la guestion est si un

pays comme le Canada est libre de dire non aux Etats-Unis, la réponse

est oui.

*kkk*
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ENTREVUE AVEC JOE CLARK

REPORTER: Et monsieur Clark vous avez une fillette de 8 ang,é
~—~

.,

ca fait déj3@ un bon moment gqu'elle a passé la<bhase‘

du non, est-ce gue ¢a a été difficile? {gn,w,'”~ ¢
- ?t .
-v_ N
CLARK: C'était assez dlfflClle que j'avais vange beaucoup,
A N ¢

/
puis c'était un problé&me pour Maureen mais ¢a c'est

J’ -

l'approche du partenaire dans le mariage, je %uis la pour les bons

temps et elle est 12 pour les périodes diffl }les.

. £
R
. \.:,

«
-

REPORTER: Alors notre 1nv1te vous I'avez vu le tré&s honorable
t

Joe Clark gui- fut premier ministre du Canada de mai
‘(
'79 é février '80. L' automne dernler il devenait secrétaire 4'état

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

"‘ ~ —i.

aux canadiens un llvre vert sur les affaires extérieures du Canada

A

7 .
et nous l'avons, 1nv;te\%11 est avec nous ce soir. Soyez le bienvenu
monsieur Clarxq;uC'est par ce livre vert est-ce gue vous n'étes pas

en prét de ndusWlivrer pieds et poings 1iés aux américains?

Plutdt je crois que c'est bien clair dans la proposition

que nous avons mis sur la table du parlement et premiére-

- s e 2
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ment gue nous avons maintenant une occasion pour une discussion publigue
de nos options et ¢a c'est nécessaire pour garder contre les tendanées
du gouvernement, mais l'autre chose c'est gue je crois gque 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 &conomique 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 défensze stratégigue par exemple, deux paragraphes, un paragraphe
sur l'Amérigque latine, une page sur l'Amérigque 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 gue nous sommes en train de faire ici, essayer de faire, est d'inté-

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

vert qui &tait moins large, moins encyclopégigque qui peut intéresser

engager l'intérét des citoyens. En ce qui concerne la guestion de nos

propres politiques vis-8-vis les Etats-Unis et les impasses par exemple

sur l'Amérigue latine, je crois gue ¢a la relation &tait bien indigquée

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

cl nous 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 économique.
CLARK: Bien si@r.

REPORTER: C'est surtout ca? Alors justement est-ce gue vous ne
vous placez pas par cette demande 3 la mercie des
américains. Est-ce que cette petite résistance qu'on a 3 l'égard 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. 1Ils sont

un pays beaucoup plus puissant gue nous. Ca c'est une réalité. Nous

avons les emplois canadiens gui seront affectés par les développements

aux Etats-Unis. Mais je crois gue la chose & souligner est gue nous

avons un autre monde aussi et c'ést 13 od 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 paysldu Pacifique, des iles. Je crois

gue dans le passé peut-etre 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 étre actif, le monde eﬁtier, les Etats-

Unis et plus gque ga.

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-&change avec les américains. Mais dans la mesure

ol vous accordez ¢a monsieur Clark vous pensez pas gue on va vous imposer

ces 4
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ce gque l'on veut en matidre de défense, gue ¢a va un peu ensemble?

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

2 faire une distinction entre les politiques que le
Canada est persuadé d'accepter par les américains et les politiques
qu'on veut accepter parce gue nous, canadiens, appuis les mémes perspec-
tives, les memes valeurs qué les américains. Et je crois que au moins
pour la période dont vous citez le ministre au gouvernement, les déci-
sions gue nous avons pris par exemple avec le systéme du Grand Nord,
le syst@me de radars dans le Grand Nord, ¢a c'&tait dans l'intérét

canadien, c'&tait pour protéger nos propres int&réts pas pour servir

les intérets des américains.

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

NORAD (?), 1'OTAN, on peut parler des Nations-Unies, 12 pas>possibilité

de marquer sa dissidence, on le peut sur des choses mineures, l'aide
au développement peut-etre & l'égard du Nicaragua, une petite dissidence, ‘§

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

CLARK: Ah mais il vy a une quesfion de base ici et g¢a touche 7%
les fins d'une politigue étrangére d'un pays. Est;ce
que notre raison d'étre c'est de donner, de cacher d'exprimer notre
opinion, ou est-ce gue notre raison d'étre c'est‘d'agir? Je crois
gue nous avons une obligation de voir 1l'impact sur les &vEnements |
et nous ne sommes pas une super-puissance, nous ne sommes pas la puissance ‘

de 1'Union Soviétique ni les Etats-Unis mais nous sommes un pays avec

une certaine influence et je crois que si nous voulons utiliser cette
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influence 1les plus vont changer les choses gui sont peut-2tre petites.
Peut-etre 1'UNESCO c'est petit. Peut-etre Nicaragua c'est petit mais
c'est les petites choses oll nous pouvons faire le progrds oll le Canada

a traditionnellement jouer un role important.

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

Pjerre-Elliot Trudeau?

CLARK: Je crois que c'est bien parti pour nous de jouer un
r3le en effet plus important parce gu'il y auraz je crois

[ 3
une plus grande emphase sur l'action et pas sur les paroles.

REPORTER: Oui mais les réserves exprimées par exemple & l'é&gard
des systémes de défense, vous disiez gque c'@tait pour
les intellectuels mais c'est quand méme quelgque chose gui pourrait se

concrétiser.

CLARK: C'est ga et nous devons prendre une décision nous-meéme

et nous sommes en train de considérer tous les facteurs
et la décision canadienne sera prise par nous dans notre intéret.
Souvent notre intéret est le méme que 1l'intérét des américains. Monsieur
Weinberger quand il a donné l'invitation la premiére fois é&tablir 1l'échéan:
ce, nous avons dit non nous n'acceptons pas l'écﬂéance des américains

nous voulons décider sur nos propres «time table» et c'est parce que

ce que nous sommes en train de faire.

REPORTER: Mais le document parle évidgmment surtout sur les

guestions commerciales, le sénat a passé trois ans 3

. 4 eee B



étudier ces questions de libre &changes, la commission McDonald jtai
suivi ces travaux & une certaine épogue, la commission McDonald va

faire des rapports li-dessus. Pourqguoi réé&tudier ¢a & nouveau?

CLARK; . Parce que je crois que c'est essentiel d'étudier ces
questions commerciales dans le contexte de politiques

étrangéres. Je crois gue s'il Yy a quelque chose gui est non-traditionnel

quelque chose gqui est vraiment nouveau dans le document c'est la combi-

naison des facteurs économigques et des facteurs politiques parce que

je crois gque nous ne pouvons pas avoir une politigue internationnal

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

une compréhension des forces économiques.

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

des guestions &conomigques pendant que, comme vous le disiez tout &

l1'heure, on décide 3 propos du bouclier de l'espace, on décide 3

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 qui est.nouveau et gque il
y aura occasion pour le public d'etre parti des décisions et bien sir
se sera nécessaire de faire pour nous de faire.cértaines décisions
avant la fin du rapport en ce gui concerne les ....(?) de défense
stratégiques, en ce gui concerne autres questions. Mais il y aura
Plusieurs d‘'autres questions importantes, questions qui touchent 1la
francophonie, questions qui touchent l'Amérique latine, questions qui

® o9 7
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touchent <«the organization of american state» des choses comme ¢a
qui peuvent etre étudier par le comité parlementaire et qui peut
donner aux citoyens pour la premiére fois une occasion de assister

dans l'élaboration des fins de politigques canadiennes.

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

rentes de celles du gouvernement.

CLARK: Oui prévisible et souhaitable et essentiel. Parce gue
ne partie c'est une moyenne 3 démontrer la force cdu
parlement. Comme vous le savez depuis longtemps j'ai fait le cas gque
j'ai constaté& que une de nos grandes faiblesses c'est la faiblesse par-
lementaire et je crois que le seul moyen d'y remédier est avec un
gouvernement qui est déterminé de faire, d'utiliser le parlement, nous
avons commencé&, ca prend de la coopr@ation d'autres partis mais j'ai
dit hier, aprés la déclaration du politigue, j'ai déclaré mon intention
d'agir sur un bon nombre des recommandations si je suis d'accord ou
non parce gue je 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-3i~-dire le commerce international, la défense

échappent un peu 3 votre compétence. C'est pas un peu embétant g¢a?

CLARK: Echappent de ma compétence en ce sens gue, dans un sens
on échappe de ma compétence sauf que toutes les choses
toutes les activités du Canada au pays sont dans un sens dans ma compé-

... 8
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tence.

REPORTER: Eﬁ ca ne montre pas que le ministére des affaires exté-
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
que la période de monsieur Trudeau a eu comme résultat une diminution
dans le rdle du minist&re des affaires extérieures. Je suis en train

de changer ¢a.

REPORTER: Merci bien monsieur Clark.

CLARK: Merci.

L2 2 LK

[P |



FPR/J. Quinn/2-4018/se

UNCLASSIFIED/SANS COTE NUMBER/
NUMERO FPR-0799

TRANSCRIPTS/TRANSCRIPTIONS

TO/A Distribution DATE 16 May 1985
FROM/DE Press Office/Service de Presse

SUBJECT /

SUJET Chrétien and Jewett on Green Paper

PROGRAM(S) /
EMISSION(S) capada Am - May 15 - CTV

e

'SSEA BOOK

MINA/
White
‘Brady

e Attached please find transcript of above

interview.

Chambers / /452}717(
McNee ' 2 Ue

‘Mason
MINT/ jane Dodd

Fountain Media Relations Officer
‘Kneale
‘Burbridge
Boisjoli
'MINE

uss

:DMF

DMT

:DMX

\ DMXN

/CPD

SCI/
‘Mikkelborg
‘Leblanc
'SCS/
gStrouts
‘Storsater
Bouchard
-FPR/

Quinn

D(6) F c

SFF CPP

@E.CPE

CPL




. B s —— ) . R . - - ————— A et o .

B

MIL[MEDIA TAPES AND TRANSCRIPTS ]LTD.
- 185 SPARKS STREET ® 38D FLOOR ® OTTAWA K1P 5B9 - (613) 236-4695

PROGRAM: CANADA AM pAaTE: MAY 15,1985
EMISSION: DATE:
NETWORK / STATION: CTV/CJOH TIME: 7:43 AM
RESEAU / STATION: HEURE:

(oY

CHRETIEN AND JEWETT ON GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY

%

The government's green paper on forelgn pol:.ér{‘%‘

asks a lot more questions than it answers.cvznthough
; “”s
a document is intended to be a discussion paper some r1t1cs maintain

(9]
d
.

that the paper is simply a way to divert attenti ; rom the*

issues at hand. This morning in our Ottawa are joined

by Jean Chretien, Liberal External Affairs gritjgrand by Pauline
Jewett, External Affairs critic for the New, Démocxatic Party. Good

morning to you both.

CHRETIEN: Good mornir.

i A
CTV: Mr. Chfetien}®I'd like to being with you. There

wvfan awfuill lot of speculation beforé the paper
aig%a‘l: it would... what would be contained in

was released(ab&%“

S,‘

7
it, the tor%\ija% e paper. Were there any surprises for you?

% Yes, because I thought that they were to give

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

0002
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is the annual report of the department and they say, what do you
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
comprehensive 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

.e -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 tpe other main problem

15 trade witi. 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 our 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.

' .o 4



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 House 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 guess 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, buti
if they don't want to agree on an agenda cf 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.
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CTV: So that's the only way that you'll participate

Mr. Chretien.
CHRETIEN: 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?

if the government were to say all right we will

Ca
l};
i
+
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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

...6
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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 persconal 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 Wérs 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 kgow there was an NATO agreement and a policy
called the two-track policy. One morning Presideat Reagan, you
know, get up on the stage and sid it's no more the two track policy,
I have 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 party,-the Liberal Party under
Mr. Trudeau, the Tory Party under Mr. Mulroney and the NDP Party

-
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said we don't think that we are all against Star Wars, it's an
escala;ion. It was unanimity. Come President Reagan, push on

the shoulder of Mr. Mulroney and here the 51lst 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...

LTV: 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
question 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
Affaifs. 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, iﬁ's what had been done two years ago. Of course we have
to keep studying and improving on-that if we cah, but the problem
is they ask us to participate in a debate, when we ailsknpw that

o ...8
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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
¢ime and it is a time of decisién. 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 jﬁst an incredible amount of input. Do you know there was
a committee of the Senate that sat for three years studging Canadian
and American trade and the feasibility of a comprehensive trade
agreement. There's been the MacDonald inquirj which is reporting

ceed




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 quotas 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.
JTEWETL: 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. -

kkkkk
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White
Brady
Kergin GTV: Here at home the government today released
Chambers ] a discussion paper on Canadian foreign
McNee policy that asks more questions 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
Kneale aggressive economic stance on the world stage, and a
Burbridge beefed-up military. John Burke reports in Ottawa.
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,
CMXN the government's Green Paper on inter-

. CPD national relations. '

- £CI/

Mikkelborg JB: The Green Paper is really a 'gray paper',
Leblanc - in cover and content. In forty-three pages

- 8Cs/ it often states the obvious, such as, we can no

- Strouts longer take our prosperity or security for granted.

 Storsater Another quote, we cannot isolate ourselves behind

' Bouchard barriers. In general, though, the Green Paper sees

- FPR/ Canada moving away from its old middle-power good

' Quinn neighbour role, develop an aggressive world sales-—

’ man. Specifically, it points out the advantages of a
D(6) F C new freer trade deal with the U.S., something the

Prime Minister and President set in motion earlier
this year at the Quebec City Summit.
CPE CPP
CPL SFF The External Affairs Minister is hoping his
paper will stimulate discussion in the country. EHe
e e . o 2
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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 important
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.

CTV - NATIONAL NEWS

CTV: The federal government is attempting the
- first overhaul of foreign policy in fifteen
yYears. It has come up with about fifty questions on
a2 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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With an eye on the deficit, Canada will now
be seeking economic benefits from all its inter-
national dealings.

SSEA: 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 internation-
al circumstances have made us more realistic now.

PW: Underlining the obvious, the paper declared
that our most important foreign policy
issue is our relationship with the United States.
The so-called Green Paper focuses on the need for
freer trade, and Clark has promised a committee of
MP's and Senators will take the public pulse on just
how far to go. But these consultations on freer
trade will be preempted by a decision on the issue
expected this summer from Trade Minister Kelleher.
And on security matters: Erik Nielsen's revamped
defence policy, to be unveiled this fall, will answer
many of the gquestions posed by Clark. On the key
issue of Star Wars, consultation will also come too
late. The government has a June deadline to decide
on participation in the research phase. But Clark
insists that while events may overtake the consulta-
tion process, the government will remain open to
changing its mind.

SSEA: In other words, we expect to receive advice
that will cause us to change policy.
That's the purpose of the process.

PW: But the whole process is already in

- jeopardy. The Opposition has joined forces
and is threatening not to participate in the consulta-
tion committee.

Jewett : It's a junket to keep a bunch of Tory MP's
from becoming restless.

PW: Clark is confident the Opposition will

- participate but his promise to consult and
even change government policy means decisions in the
interim lack a certain credibility and clout. But
the process does allow the government to deflect
criticism. It can simply refer all the tricky issues
and the complaints to the committee. Pamela Wallin,
CTV News, Ottawa.

Natalie Kirschherg
Media Relati Officer
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SSEA BOOK

MINA/ CBC: The four western premiers have called for a

White common market with the United States.

Brady Their announcement came a few moments ago at a news

Kergin conference in Grand Prairie, Alberta, at the end of

their two-day conference. On the line is our

Chambers £ hn M h

McNee reporter, Jo urphy.

;;;;? John, how did this decision come about?

F i .

Kgg:i:xn JM: Well, Bob, the premiers, or the provinces

- - of British Columbia, Alberta, and Saskat-

Burbridge - .

Boisjoli chewan have ?een talking about the zdga of a free

MINE trade zone with the States for years in effect. At

uss this conference it was Premier Lougheed of Alberta

DMF who was the driving force behind this' agenda issue,

DMT agenda item. He was the lead man on it, if you

DMX want. He was the one who suggested that perhaps it's

time for a comprehensive. common market. arrangement.

DMXN . s

That's what they're calling it - a common market.

CPD . ,

SCI/ But Lougheed himself says when you hear common

Mikkelbor market, think free trade. 1It's the same thing. He

Leblanc g wants to see Canada and the U.S. have long term

access to each others markets with no barriers, no

SCs/ . : .

Strouts quotas, no restrictions at all - a straight free

Storsater t%ade pact. .

?ggihard CBCs John, going into this, Premier Pawley of

. CORETEREY Manitoba was concerned about the loss of
jobs that free trade might create. .

D(6) F c JM: Yes, there's a provision, a kicker, in this
SFP  UGBA - that says that where jobs are threatened by
UGB URT the new trading arrangement, then provisions for an
BAG: WSHDC extensive period of adjustment - those are the

terms - a period of adjustment, will have to be made
e e e o 2
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for the sectors where jobs may be lost. Now what
Premier Pawley says that means is it could be as long
as ten years, and it could be renewable, where if you
identify, say, perhaps, a textile industry in
Manitoba that's going to get hurt by this, you have
ten years then to sort of re-direct the business of
that industry or of the certain business, re-direct
what they're trying to do with the business, perhaps
have the government come in and provide other
programs to take care of the jobs. Premier Pawley
says, given the ten years, given the fact it could be
renewed for longer, he thinks that the people who may
be adversely hurt by any sort of free trade arrange-
ment could be provided for.

CBC: What sort of clout will this decision have?

JM: Well, as you know, there's a meeting of

- premiers in Newfoundland in August and
Premier Lougheed, who's the lead man on this one,
says he hopes that by then they can get some indica-
tion from the federal government of whether they'll
even consider going this route about proposing to the
United States a free trade zone. He expects to have
a decision by the fall at the latest from the federal
government whether they'1ll go this route or not.

And, of course, they were almost falling over each
other they were so enthusiastic about this, what they
presented here today, so they seem to think it will
do quite well. .

CTV: John, thank you very much.
JM: You're welcome.
CTV: John Murphy in Grand Prairie, Alberta.

A major Canadian think-tank today also
endorses the idea of unconditional free trade between
Canada and the U.S. The C.D. Howe Institute of
Toronto says free trade with the U.S. is the only
option open to Canada that will guarantee economic
growth in this country. Brian Kelleher has the
details.

BK: The C.D. Howe Institute says free trade

- with the United States is the only option
that offers a realistic chance to expand Canadian
exports in a major way. The other options, it says,
are limited. International trade negotiaticns are
unlikely to go very far in the foreseeable future, an
inward-looking protectionist stance by Canada could
be disasterous, and trying to negotiate with the U.S.
sector by sector would produce a minimum of return
for a maximum of negotiating.




The Institute says free trade with the U.S.
would cost Canada some jobs but, overall, it would
create jobs, and it would create them in industries
that are competitive instead of declining. The
Institute says Canadian industry has not only
adjusted, it's basically thrived with the lowering of
tariffs that's already taken place and free trade
would accelerate the process of Canadian industries
catering to an expanded market in specialized areas
where they can be world competitive.

The Institute's senior economic advisor,
Richard Lipsey, says politically, Quebec and Ontario
used to be together in basically rejecting free trade
but all that's now changed.

RL: Quebec tried an inward-looking policy under
__ the PQ government for a while and they've
now decided, although they have some of the most
threatened industries, they've decided, on careful
looking, that their future lies with free trade.
That's a really big change to see that it‘'s the rest
of the tountry against Ontario.

BK: The Institute says free trade with the U.S.
- '~ should not rule out other options, pushing
for new international negotiations, for example, but
in the face of steadily increasing global competi-
tion, it says, the U.S. market simply offers the
biggest immediate opportunity. Brian Kelleher, CBC
News, Ottawa.

Deénis Comeau -
Deputy Spokesman
(International Trade)
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LIVRE VERT SUR LA POLITIQUE EXTERIEURE

i

CBOF: Livre vert sur la politique extérieure canadienne[:l'ave-

nir du Canada passe par les Etats-Unis. Not;é,;nvité

ce matin est le député& Gerry Weiner, secrétaire parlementaire du ministre

des Affaires extérieures. Le document présenté par mpﬁ?iedr_Clark
- ¢ ’ :

¥
étudie principalement deux axes de la politique extérieure canadienne,

-

la sécurité et la compétitivité et il met l'aqcéﬁthurtout sur la

e e tend ~ 3 cm L F o .
compétitivité c'est-3-dire sur la capac1te(pou;'le Canada de se mainte-

: . . . Nege T .
nir dans la course des pays industrialisés. “Monsieur Weiner, est-ce gue

-

¢a veut dire gque sans points &conomiques, le-Canada n'a pratiquement

aucun point politique dans le monde? N

~. .
RN

WEINER: On ne veut‘ﬁasAdi:é ¢a. Vraiment le papier ce n'est

pas une{aﬁalysé de nos relations ol les problémes é&cono-

= L delme e
v ST

migques. C'est une sérié de questions que monsieur Clark veut consulter
- Y - q

les canadiens. ,Ca'touéhé peut-8tre une dizaine de sujets, on a peut-étre

50 questions ,.5T

~.,

PR

CBOF: ¢y &3

fﬂ‘m%’\‘- .

ARG N ment un document assez neutre, du reste se sont les
t- R

a"owe F’

;’pﬁinc;péles critiques gqui sont formulées ce matin 3@ son sujet, mais en

C'est une série de questions, ce qui en fait probable-

cee 2
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lisant tout de méme 3 travers les lignes on s'apergoit gue monsieur
Clark veut dire gue pour gue le Canada rattrape son retard économigue

il Ffaut établir des liens commerciaux plus &étroits avec les Etats-Unis.

C'est bien ¢a?

WEINER: Mais nous sommes déj3 impligués comme vous le savez
peut-etre les trois quarts de nos commerces sont
canado-américain. Il y a toujours des E€léments protectionistes qui
s'enlévent aux Etats-Unis et chague fois qu'ils essaient d'imposer
peut-eétre des tarifs sur les Japonnais ¢a peut causer un enlé&vement
du travail ici au Canada. Alors c'est toujours gquestion sur laguelle
on doit se pencher. Mais en méme temps monsieur Clark a éit gu'il y-a
peut-étre des autres marchés qui faut faire une attention particuliére
notamment l'Asie, le Japon et c'est une maniér; de dire aux canadiens
on doit penser sur tous les sujets d'une maniére 3 trouver une position
pour le Canada. Nos ressources naturelles auparavant étéient peut-étre
assez pour nous apporter, pour réussir, maintenant il faut £aire plus

il faut étre compétitif pour assurer notre sécurité.

CBOF': Mais en ce qui concerne . les Etats-Unié étant donné gue
c'est fait effectivement avec les Etats-Unis gue se font

les trois-quarts de nos relations commerciales et plus, est-ce Que le

gouvernement canadien n'a pas un préjugé favorable pour la libé&ralisatior

du commerce avec les Etats-Urnis?

WEINER: Ah! je n'ai aucune idée si ces préjugés, comme vous le
savez on avait des commissions, des études, moOnsieur
McDonald vient de compléter un travail avec une commission. Ce gu'on

ees 3
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dit, vous avez &lu un gouvernément récemment le 4 septembre avec une
grande majorité, un gouvernement gui a dit on va faire des consultaticns
avec nos citoyens et on veut &couter ce gque les citoyens vont nous dir:z.
Nous savons gue si de grandes portions, nous avons faits peut-2tre

154 milliards d'échanges entre les deux pays, ¢a veut dire gue c'est
assez important et c'est trés difficile de remplacer ¢a alors on dit

aux canadiens faites une étude de ga, peut-étre faite d'autres recherches
ol on peut trouver des autres marchés parce gue pour survivre aujourd'hui

il faut trouver tous ces moyens en meéme temps.

CBOF': Mais monsieur Weiner il y a des décisions gui vont étre

prises avant la fin de la consultation sur ce livre vert
qui va se terminer en mai '86, alors plusieures décisions vont devoir
étre prises sur le plan commercial, sur le plaﬁ de la défense, est-ce
gue cela ne signifie pas gue la consultation est factis en quelque

sorte puisque les décisions vont d&j3 étre prises?

WEINER: Vous avez bien raison de demander ¢a @ un gouvernement
qui est &lu, la nécessité d'agir de continuer de faire
marcher le travail du gouvernement. Je suis complé&tement 3@ l'aise
dans la consultation on a toujours la possibilité de commencer d'agir
aussi vite gu'on a des suggestions si le gouvernement pense que c'est
approprié&. Ils 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 que c'est la premidre fois peut-etre depuis 15 années
gu'on a un gouvernement canadien gui a entrepris une telle discussion.

ee. 4
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Mais est-ce gue le but d'une telle discussion se n'est

CROF:
pas de préparer les esprits? -
VEINER: Non, non, non, je ne pense pas.
CBOF: Etant donné gue des décisions vont eétre prises avant
la £in de la consultation...
WEINER: On peut faire des décisions en marchant parce gqu'on a

l'obligation de continuer de gouverner le pays mais
av=5i vous allez voir que on va avoir des possibilités de réagir si
.izlque Cho3e =22t bien prononcé ou de peut-2tre & la £in dé la discussion
de réévaluer et de prendre peut-étre une autre position, parce que ce
.

gue monsieur Clark a dit vraiment dans ce papier gue rien est sacré,

ca veut une discussion sur tous les sujets.

C30F: Merci monsieur Weiner.

% ve de e &
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"COMMENT ON FOREIGN POLICY GREEN PAPER

CBC : The discussion paper on Canada's foreign policvy

tabled in the House of Commons yesterday. by

~
- .

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark is provgking afmiied‘

. N . J o
reaction from interested observers. John Segler is a-

=~

(._-. - . .
professor of international studies "at Carleton University. He

r \- R
says that Clark's paper tends to take a¢v1ew of ‘Canada's role
Vi C: Cg'“
in the world that is much too narrow., 1
SELGER : The title of thé*Canadian government's new green

L N

paper on foreign‘policy, Competitiveness and
Security, tells much about its content. We are far from the

vision of the Pearson 1nternallst years when Canadian diplomats

* Ry

played an actlve role 1n a host of international institutions
devoted to the development of a viable international community.
‘The focus lﬁ‘uhls paper is on Canadian national interests.

And they are only defined as maintaining Canada's economic

_,e"
competltlveness in world markets and in enhancing our security
bY\strengthenlng our military commitments. The international

. =

; env1ronment is devicted as unfriendly and increasingly threatening.

/2
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The causes listed are manv. Increased rivalry amon¢e th=
world's leading industrial powers, the loss of our privileged
nature resource position due to third world competition, Moscow's
relentless military buildup in pursuit of its ideological
and political goals and the weakness of the U.N. due to
changes in membexrship.
In this view Canada is on the decline and we will
need to marshall our limited resources to concentrate on policies
which advance our national interest.
Arnong thewerld's recions, priority is given to
Europe because that is where east and west meet in direct
military confrontation. But the paper sugéésts greater
emphasis be placed on protection of Canadian sovereiantv. The
hidden agenda throuchout this document seems to be the strencthening
of North America to face the threats of an increasincly hostile
world overseas.
| In the arcuments for closer economic integration
with the United States emphasis is on the need to move auickly
in oréer to offset crowing protectionism in the United States.
This stated aim of the document is to promote
discussion and debate on Canadian priorities in adapting to
an increase in the turbulent international environment. The
document is full of tables and summaries and provides much
useful information on Canadian performance intermationally.
It is tough-minded and pessimistic.
Will the paper stimulate debate and promote

discussion? Eow motivational is the idea of Canacda's self-

../3
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interest as the principle criteria for defining policv? Will

ih
I

zar of falling behind promote greater activitv and effeort?
The document argues that we have lost influence because we
have cdeclined in world economic and military power. But
influence to accomplish what? Manyv observers have criticized
the Reagan administration for its loss of vision in stressing
American self-interest at the expense of leadership of a
broader international community. Are key middle powers such
as Canada, which have been committed to a vision of an

international community, now to abhandon their efforts, to

the reasonable which is even more

by

2eild =2 ccailizicn o
necessary in an increasingly fracmented world? We can only
hope that answers to these fundamental questions will not be
lost in the coming debate onAthe areen paper. For Commetarv,

this is John Sigler in Ottawa.

rhkkdk
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CTV: Among the advocates of free trade with the U.S. are
the Western Premiers. They agreed today to press for it at a
meeting in Edmonton. At the suggestion of Manitoba, however,
they want to take one precaution and that is, to have a
transition period for Canadian industries to adapt. Mark
Sigstrom reports on the meeting.

MS: The annual get-together is an opportunity for the
Premiers to formally and not so formally compare notes -

and plan collective strategies on issues of importance to
Western Canada. This year, Premier Lougheed spent much of

his time as host, persuading his colleagues to support his
call for free trade. During two days of talks, Lougheed
argued that a common market with Canada's largest trading
partner was not only desirable, but essentlal to the country's
economic health.

PL: A common market is a positive step in joining
together in a formalized way. What is a natural common market
area, that's Canada and the United States.

HRP: This approach would be very beneficial to the
province of Manitoba and I'm thinking, for instance, of steel,
natural gas, crude oil, red meats, petrochemicals, ? meal,
forest products, a multitude of them and it's assured access.

MS: Lougheed gained important momentum for his free trade
proposal by winning the support of the Western Premiers, but
he still has to convince Ontario and Québec that a common
market arrangement is as much in central Canada's interest as
it is in the West. Lougheed will be lobbying those two
provinces over the summer in the hope of winning a national
concensus on free trade in time for the Premiers' Conference
in Newfoundland this August. Mark Sigstrom, CTV News, Grand
Prairie.



(B)
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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.

PW: 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.
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SSEA BOOK CTV: The Canadian manufacturers attitude to free trade
MINA/ with the U.S. seems to be very straight forward
White .Tho§e whq can compete,‘are for it, those who can't, are
Brady aga}nst it. Alec Docking found examples of both, in the
Kergin Manltgba garment industry, which turns out 15 percent of
Chamber Canadian garment production.
(5
M;:ii AD: Bud Brownstone runs an automated computerized
MINT/ outerwear plant in Winnipeg, that he says can compete on
Fountain an equa} basis with any in the world, but he needs
Kneale protection from imports -from countries which pay workers
Burbridqe only 15 to 20 cents an hour. Many Canadian industries
Eoisjolg have already disappeared he says because they didn't get
protection.
MINE
g;g BB: The motorcycle 1ndustry is gone, the bicycle
TMT industry is gone, optics 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, Broynstone
Mikke 1bor is also a free trader as .long as the free trade is with
L g the United States.
eblanc .
ggiéuts BB: You are talking about free trade within an area
Storsater where the cost components are roughly the same, so that
Bouchard the competition is fair ball.
1532‘5' i AD: But others think free trade with the U.S. has the
potential for disaster. David Hughes Company manufactures
D(6) F 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 icold.
UGBA WSHDC ’ ' ' :
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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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CKBY: And now with his daily comment, here's Charles Lynch.
CL: If you want to know just how flatant the federal
government is about the state of Canada's finances, you don't
have to wait for next week's budget, you just have to read
what the government says about our future foreign policy.
What it says is that we are in danger of starving to death

if we don't put all our efforts into the development of our
foreign trade. That means exports and it means above all

.developing the closest possible relations with the United

States. There is nothing new about that. The Trudeau
government had come to the same conclusion and had turned
the External Affairs Department away from diplomatic coockie
pushing and into counting house diplomacy, with the accent on
anything for a buck. The Mulroney government is going to
enlarge that role to the point where our diplomats will
almost be wearing signs on their backs:reading «Buy Canadian».
The biggest push will be in the United States, our main
trading partner, a country who's economy keeps ours going.:
The trouble is it keeps a- lot of other economies going to .
and the americans are getting fed up and preparing to
impose embargoes on exports from other countries, to bring
their trade into somethlng like balance. If they do that
to us, we are really in trouble and that's why we are
cuddling up to Uncle Sam now, so he won't close the door on
us when he does it to the rest of the world next year.
Foreign Minister, Joe Clark, says he wants us to ponder these
things, but there really lsn't much to think about. The
government is taking us down the american road and hoping for
the best, hoping that there will be good news and jobs, Just
;-

around that corner. I'm Charles Lynch. .
aum
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~ SSEA BOOK CBC: In the House of Commons today, opposition MPs

| ridiculed the government's decision to review Canada's
MINA/ foreign poliicy and they are still refusing to go along with
White it. The NDP and the liberal won't take part in the
Brady parliamerrtary committee hearing, not until the Tories promise
Kergin to hold off making any deals with the United States on Star
ghzmbers Wars and on Trade. David Halton reports.
cNee .
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 hav1ng a special committee, spending a
KINE year discussing the matters upon which the government has
ggg already made a decision. Why bother. : -
) e i
LMT . CBC: Jean Chrétien pushed the same argument that the
IMX 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 ' i
Leblanc - JC: When they tell us that we will have a committee and
SCs/ at the same time they intend to make the decisions on a
Strouts daily basis and making a farce of the participation of
Storsater the Canadian public. ,
Bouchard : :
£y ' | CBC: Chrétien and other opposition MPs got a scathing
3%555!5(2 i refusal from Deputy Minister, Erik Nielson, when they

i ! demanded that the government postpone dec1510n on Star Wars
D(6) F cC 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.
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JT: This committee obviocusly, 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.
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g ©
1-.\. “‘ -
CBC : Earlier this week External Affairs Mlnxste Joe
({Keith Morrison) \{ "
Clark released hlS long-awaited dlscu531on‘

p Lol
paper on Canada's foreign policy. The paper con31ders everythlng

~

from free trade to questions of Canadian sg?porﬁ\fSr President
Reagan's star wars plan. But crltlcs<?rgu§‘£h§§government has
already set the course of our foreign po%&py clearly in the
direction of Washington and that %hihgreen paper is merely
a stalling action. < ‘_ﬁ

External Affazrs ﬁlnlster Joe Clark joins us now
from Ottawa. Mr. C1§Fki Qhat do you make of that criticism,
which is made fai ly.éééftantly now since you presented the
green paper to{éiscuss‘forelgn policy which the criticism says

has alrea@y géen made’

¢ Tt is being made by the two opposition parties
and I suppose that they have their political

I hope that they won't hold to that

/2



course because what thev are doing is in the first instance
denying Parliament the opportunity to discuss the broad range
of foreign poliéy. Secondly, perhaps more importantly, they
are denying that opportunity to the public of Canada which for
the first time in history bv the process we are proposing would
have a voice directly in foreion policy decisions. And thirdly
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 irmediatelv public discussion of
Canada's response to the invitation to take part in reséarch

in the strztecic defence initiative. We could becin immediately
public discuss of trade questions. In other words, we could
begin immediately those questions they say they want to discuss

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

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

certainly was concluded.

CLARK : Of course, before it is concluded. I mean, some
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

«./3
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take pzrt in the research under the SDI project. We got an
expert in Washinoton now trving to get a precise definiticn

of the invitation. He reports some time in June. That will...
CBC : Who will he report to, Mr. Clark?

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

base our decision on.

CBC : IZ I can stop veou there, and I don't take the
thing awav from you - but the fact is that the
experts who are talking aboutASDI do nect report to External
Affairs, that the issue of SDI is not being decided by
External Affairs, it being decided by the Prime Minister, that
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 Party which has been
perfectly clear coming £rom !Mr. 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 regquire the final approval of the Prime Minister, as
most decisions do, this is very much an open gquestion. And
return to what i was sayving 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 throuch the public hearing process as

to what they think about it. The NDP and the.Liberals are

denving Canadians the right to give that kind of advice.

CBC

The MDP and the Liberals do represent Canadians
and can therefore be, one assumes - called upon

to make those kinds of comments.

CLARK : Exactly. And that perhaps is what is at issue
here. Perhaps the MPs, the spokesmen for foreign
policv in the Liberal and the NDP Parties do not have enough
confidence in their position that they do not want to hear frcm
the public. Perhaps they would prefer to be the people who
spoke on those issues rather than letting th e people of Canada

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

CBC : ...and that is that the federal government is

afrazid to take its own positions because, you know,

because it wants to go to the public, study things for a while.

«o/5
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CLARK : Oh no, I heai that and I make the point that
to speak of areas in mv jurisdiction - we had
a major decision to take regarding the famine in Africa, we
tock it. We had a major decision at take, a tough 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
éoncept of research into strategic defence initiatives, we
tock it. We are not ducking, we are taking decis;pns, we

are acting on them. What they are saying...

Cezl e "e have oot to go. Thanks very much. And I

appreciate your coming in to talk with us.
CLARK :. Thank you.

CBC : Midday will be back in a moment.

*kkkk
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INTERVIEW WITH GRANT DEVINE

CTV:

morning

Saskatchewan, Grant Devine. Good morning Mr.

2 C
o e

o« %

The four western premiers have emerged from t§;§%§r§
v

annual conference. calling for free trade with-the

United States and for reforms to the federal tax systég?agbh%s

from our Regina studio we are joined by

DEVINE: Good morning Linda. ;

CTV: In your communiqueiyeésterday you were calling for
a common market& g That is the same thing, in your

ey, v
estimation as free tradegeis“gt not?
DEVINE: :Wedre using the word common market because
an active model in the‘world today, the
European C f¥ket and people understand that. And they know

i:§§%ity_of.the naticnalities within that market is very,

but there is some definitive advantages. So we're

-_ e terninology and we threw it out so people could feel

.-.2
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more comfortable with the idea of a close knit arrangement in

free trade between the United States and Canada.

CTV: When you say free trade though you're talking about
free trade with a fairly important provision, are
you not, and that's the provision that Howard Pawley was calling

for.

DEVINE: Well the provision is that you have to have sdme
time to have adjustment to the kinds of things that
you mighit se¢ under a freer trade arrangment. But we want to point
out for example that the Auto Pact that exists in Ontario and
between the U.S. and Canada stays in tact, so that much of what
we were trying to do would be to expand and protect markets for °
both Candaians in the west and Canadians in the eastern and central
part of Canada. I should point out that if there's a threat of |
increased protectionism in the United States that we won't even
maintain the status guo here in Canada in terms of jobs and we're
concerned about that and one of the most recent examples is the
hog war. Just a small excuse, something like an antibiotic that
could be used in agriculture could prevent Canadians from getting
into that U.S. market and if théy decided to do that across the
board it could be extremely dangerous for'us, so there are many,
many advantages for us having the access to a completely trade

free U.S. market.

CTV: You are calling for free trade as you've mentioned,
primarily because of concerns over protectionism

with the U.S. which you fear will cause jobs, but there are also
. i -
B ...3
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other people in this country who are saying, well if we go to free

trade that will cost us jobs too.

DEVINE: Well, that may be, but the downside, for Canada is
extremely high, if tﬁe United States, because of

their increased trade deficit, six months form now, a year from

now, really starts to restrict trade and particularly the goods
coming out of Canada into the United States. We could see companies,
large companies in the steel business, in the lumber business and
high tech and so forth saying why should I be in Canada when the
border's being cleosed, why don't I just move into the United States.

So manufacturers and investors across this country are not going

to stay in Canada when the market is south of the border. 1In
that case not only do we not ge£ new jobs, we lose an awful lot °
of jobs, thousands and thousands of jobs, that we have right here
now and I think that's one of the things that have convinced Howard
Pawley that we should move towards a free trade market and the
common market with the United States because it's not only protecting
the status quo, it's the increase in economic activity in jobs
in the future. So we have to look at both because if we run into
a problem where we couldn't trade with the United States or were
severely restricted Canada loses, the United States doesn't.
- CTV: It's all fine and well‘for us in Canada, for-
western premiers, for other premiers, for groups
like ‘the C.D. Howe Institute to propose free trade, however I wonder
if the U.S. would come out in favour, would agree to it, at this

poitn and particularly if there were provisions of the type that

..'4
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Mr. Pawley was suggesting.

DEVINE: Weil,II believe two things. Recently Premier

Lougheed spent three or four days in Washington
talking to politicians there and that's the people that you have
to visit with and they were interested as long as they understood
well what we had in mind and if we initiate and if the federal
government would initiate the concept of freer trade and open trade
that between the two countries, I believe that they'd listen. Secondly,
I don't think we have a choice in terms of that. A pragmatic decisionl
with respect to job protection and job creation in this country. .
If we don't have a good solid standing trade relationship with
the United States, we could lose thousands and thousands of jobs.
The provision that we put in there and it just makes common senseé,
is if some industries need to adjust, well fair ball, let's give
them time to adjust. On the other hand if you assume that the
industries can stay alive in Canada without adjustment over five
years or ten years I‘believe that's a false assumption as well
and you're going to lose those jobs. So what we're saying is that
major trade relationships like the Auto Pact stay in place. We
open up and have confidence that we can have access to the u.s.
market for years and years to come and tht's an exciting thing
for us, as we see it, as well it protects the jobs that we have
now that are trading in the United States and it looks towards

expansion.

CTV: When you're talking about adjustment Mr, Premier,
are you talking about subsidies, that kind of thing?
...5




DEVINE: Well, no, I'm not talking about subsidies. I'm
talking about giving industries time to adjust
to international conditions if in fact they're living now between
an extremely high tarif wall and if they are protected now to a
large extent it's costing us money. It's costing us money to
protect those jobs that are isolated to that particular industry.
If you can have a five year or a ten year, or whatever it is, adjustment
period in some key industries that you want to look at, then you

can see the industry react in terms of its managements, technology

and so forth to compete internationally, but that is... I want

to point out again and emphasize, that's only part of the problem .
that we would face compared to ... or only a small part of the

problem we'd face, compared to if we lost complete industries because
the United States quit trading with us and that's a very real threat.

In six months from now or a year for now and eighteen months from

now, please look back at this interview and say by gosh, I'm sure

glad that we did move towards free trade with the United States

because obviously they're blocking other countries frbm coming

into their market.

CTV: Mr. Premier, what affect do you think that your
statement will have on the federal government, on
its plans, how it wants to deal with free trade, the free trade

issue?

DEVINE: Well, I believe that the federal government has
always looked seriously at the western premiers
conference. We have been noted for reform and ideas and enthusiasm

and having the courage to stick our chin out on many issues. We
"_ CIQG
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talked about interest rates. We've raised the whole guestion of
tax reform. I give a bouquet to the federal government for allowing
Saskatchewan to exéeriment with the modified flat tax and other
provisions. I believe that they will lock very seriously at this
because it's important in terms of jobs and growth and economic
activity and protecting what we have now to look at our neighbour
that now has 75 percent of the trade that we already do. So I
know that they're looking at it seriously. I was encouraged by

Mr. Clark's paper. He points out an awful lot of the advantages.
I believe the MacDonald commission is pointing to others. I don't
think that Canadians can afford just to look at the past and say
well, I'll protect this little.job. I believe that they at some
point have to have the courage and be bold enough to say we are

as competitive as they are in the United States, we are as good *
as they are. We can compete with it; The future is much brighter
with a large common market, as they have in Europe, for the United
States and Canada, and it's there if we want to go for it. The

alternative is frankly quite scary.

CIV: I want to talk to you one more point before we

have to leave you Mr. Premier and that's tax reform,
as you mentioned. Your group came out in favour of major tax reform.
Is there something that you know about the upcoming federal budget

that we don't know?

DEVINE: Really there isn't Linda. I obviously visited and
talked with our federal officials on tax changes.
I've given a bouquet to the federal government for allowing us

o .7
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to experiment with this. I believe that we won't be able to change
the tax system overnight, nor will we be able to balance the federal
deficit and the budget overnight, but jif we can have a healthy
attitude of reform in the sense that we're looking at the system,

is it fair. Most people I talk to don't believe that the tax system
is fair. Is it complicated? Of couﬁse it is. In fact it's too
complicated. Does the tax system provide the right kind of incentives
for investment and economic activity in growth rather than just
avoiding the taxman and I don't think that it does either. So

we have a complicated, unfair and in some cases irrational system

-hat we believe that could be better and could be fairer and contribute,
an awful more here in this country towards health and education

and roads and in terms of deficits. I believe that they will look

-

at it.

CTV: Mr. Premier, good to talk to you. Thank you for
joining us this morning.

DEVINE: You bet.

CTV: Grant Devine, the premier of Saskatchewan.
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FEDERAL GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY
<.
" CBC: Canada is open for business and now Canadian foreign

policy is up for discussion. External Affairs liinisc<c

‘.’c LT
Joe Clark issued invitations to a public debate in the -form.of
£ T

his discussion paper on foreign policy but if reactioh in;the House

of Commons and in the press is any measure, Clarg'siGreeh Paper

g . a‘{ " . .
is getting poor reviews. We reached External/Affairs Minister
Joe Clark in Ottawa. < N T

ELIZABETH GRAY: Mr. Clark, people dénft seem to be terribly excited

about your Greenﬁ?aéer, are you disappointed?

Do you want people to be excited about foreign policy?

JOE CLARK: Well,'i'm ndéhsure who you're speaking of as being
not excited. There've been some critical reviews
and that's in the nature of things. What I want people to be,

% -

with regarébkg‘fgreign policy, is involved. I think we found,

with ek;espoise of the African famine that there is a much broader

o AT )
intéfggkgphan the traditional interest in foreign policy and what
4 L%

{il;ﬁlpryang to do with this process and make full use of the...if
h 8

<

/2




002..

you will, the traditional foreign policy community but also reach

‘beyond them.

GRAY: When you talk about the African famine and the response
to Ethiopia, it's 2 good example because it was

astonishing, one gathers it astonished the government and 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 collars 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 péper 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 expeétations 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'1ll 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 questions that have been around a long time and

«./3
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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 a long time in the community that has not been engaged in

Hh

oraign 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, céirect citizen involvement. Our missionaries, our traitors,
our business people, a large, large proportion of Canadians have
been active, well before there was a Department of External Affairs,
in countries around the world, pérticularly 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 interestgd 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 questién of South Africa, and

it's not a question of changing that government, you know, that

../4



country's government will change or not by itself, but I would
<hirk a 1ot of them are asking why it takes so long to formulate

guicdelines for investors in that country.

CLARR: Yes but I think that it's also precisely in the
community...in the church community, say, that is

interes:ted in Souvth Africa, 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

hacause %2t is a very real question. There is a quick, almost

unthinking answer, which is to say that if investment comes from

this country we can control it, we can employ embargoes and those

sorts of things. The world knows that things don't work that way

and what I want to do is use the occasion of the pubiic hearings

+0 have serious consideration of, fbr example, with South Africa,

what options we have other than the traditional prescriptions regarding |

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 do it?

CLAR:: That's not the gquestion Elizabeth.,

GRAY: It's one of a lot of them.

CLARK: Ah yeah but the major question, the elemental guestion

../5
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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 against
apartheid? And we're not ocut 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 oi public
debate across the country is that these guestions in all of their
amplitude, in all of their complexity, will be discussed more broadly

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 and the other is security, and then it turns out that they're

already being shaped elsewhere by other ministers. Now it's hard

for pecple 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

I of the opposition.

CLARK: Well, again our evidence is that people are taking
the invitation seriously, people are asking for
copies of the repoft in large numbers and iﬂdicating their interest
adn 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: ...S0, 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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that denies the Canadian public the right to take part in foreign
policy decisions. What's at issue here is whether or not there

will be an influeﬁce on questions 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 Initiative
before w2 have to make the first of the series of decisions we

have to make vhich has to do with accepting the US invitation to
research. I éon'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 ére about five but I may have the
number wrong, headed by different ministers, different cabinet

comittees?

CLARK: Your question has to do with the interconnection

of events and I suppose also with...the question
is to whether we are asking this committee to look into matters
which are already closed, put them...we take them in order. With
recard 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 proposal of SDI turns out to make sense,

e /7




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 questions that are open on

tn2 Strategic Da=fence 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. Hard on the heels of your Green Paper we have the western

premiers coming out in marvelous and unusual agreement on a common

market trade arrangement, is this a coincidence? Did Peter Lougheed

nave 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 scome of those premiers is
not surprising, is not 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 facf the world won't wait for us. There are
on the trade questions some clocks ticking. We can';...and to
put at its coldest, if we simply said, no we're not going to make
any trade decision for two years, ncne at all, if we said that,
the...what that would cost us is guite 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.

../8
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GRAY: Mr. élark, thank you very much.

CLARK: | Thénks very much.

GRAY: éood-bye.

CLARK: Bre.

CBC: External Affairs Minister Joe Clark spoke to us

from Ottawa.
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HOWARD PAWLEY ON FREE TRADE

CBC: Free trade has long been attractive in the resou*ce—

based economies of the three western most prov;nces.

But Manitoba Premier Howard Pawley surprised many observe;s by
going along with his colleagues. E RS
GRAY: Premier Pawley, why have you done thls after holding

out for so long? T

PAWLEY: Well Elizabeth there s been no holding out. Last
year in Kelowna certalnly we supported sectoral

free trade discussions. . Understandlng at that time in Kelowna

a year ago that there would have to be exceptions to the rules,

s

given the 51tuatlon ln Manltoba, likewise the communique that was

issued yesterday;deallng with the common market proposal indicated

very clearly, and I quote, where jobs are threatened by such a

new tradlng arrangement provisions for an extensive period of adjustment

w111.haye;to be made for particular sectors and for those adversely
/ 'g‘_ \

_;affected in the job area.

- "
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GRAY: But what does that really mean and that's the kind
of thing that even Carl Beigie or the C.D. Howe
Institute has been talking about . Bverybody agrees that there

shouldé be an adjustment period.

PAWLEY: Yes, and in my view that adjustment period should
be lengthy and I indicated this yesterday should
'be renewed if in fact there are jobs that are threatened by movement
towards a common market arrangement. Now in my view Manitoba has
a great deal to gain by the opening up of trade, by the elimination
ci trade bharriers. e now have duties on our hogs which are affecting
the hog industry in the prowvince of Manitoba. Forestry, steel,
other areas that are vital to Manitoba, where there could as well

be additional limitations or restrictions imposed.

GRAY: ¥You talk about the duties on hogs. It raises

a real concern amongst people who oppose the idea
of £free trade. You're probably quite familiar with this, but it
will affect severely a whole bunch of domestic policies such as
subsidies for farmers. Like equalization which is a policy which
vour province... which is very important to you in Manitoba. These
things will be seen as non—tﬁrif barriers and as such under a new

agreement will be unacceptable to the United States.

PAWLEY: Well, I think what is necessary and this communique
provides for this as well, that the federal government

must involve the provinces in all stages of negotiation. In Manitoba

and speaking from the point of view of Manitoba furniture and textiles
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are the tvo areas that could be adversely affected. There are

many areas that could be positively effected by common law arrangements
such as proposed yestefday and we have to do a stage by stage analysis
and if I must say, if the transitional arrangements that we call

from the communigue can't be worked out then certainly Manitoba

would not be giving its support to a common market arrangement.

GRAY: I mean, there are even fears that policies, that

programs. that are distinctive to this country,
like medicare, like unemployment insurance, like the minimum wage
willi ko..me negotiable when Canadian businessmen have to compete
with the Americans.

N

PAWLEY: Oh no, I don't think that's true at all because

we need only look at the European situation. There's
a wide difference in the common market area of Europe between for
instance the socialist government in France and the Tory government

in England.

GRAY: ves, but those are all separate governments, aren't

they Premier Pawley.

PAWLEY: Yes, and certainly we're a separate government
in Candaa as vis-a-vis the separate government in

the United States and that's the way it should remain.

GRAY: But vou're talking about a bunch of separate governments
in the European common market. It's not really

... 4



comparal; ..

PAWLEY: Well, I think it is. I see no reason that the
factvthat we have 75 percent of our trade is now
free and if we up that to 85 percent it will not in my view impact
us politically or any other way. Now additional investment and
takeover of Canadian operations in Canada might very well have
that effect and that's why Canadianization is very, very important,

but not additional trade.
GLAY: I.an't you £lying in the face ...
PAWLEY: Otherwise we will be afraid to trade with China

and the Soviet Union and Latin America and a whole

lot of countries.

GRAY: Aren't you flying in the face of federal NDP policy
here?
PAWLEY: what I am doing here is endorsing what I believe

to be a long time... I was just asked for a copy
of the Regina manifesto because I know that the CCF throughtout
its years in Western Canada, tarif walls were certainly one of
the basic areas of disagreement with the CCF movement, the western
agrarian movements, the left in western Canada and I don't know

whether that's not been the case in Ontario as well.

GRAY: Is this a case for you where being a westerner
and having western allecgiance is stronger <han

'705




your party allegiance.

PAWLEY: I don't know where your impression is Elizabeth
that there ' is a serious party problem here. As

I indicated I think the party philosophically in its roots has

had serious concerns about tarifs and we're not talking about the

Auto Pact. The Auto Pact falls outside this entirely. Certainly

the NDP has never supported the erecting of large tarifs in order

to support vested interest groups.

ZtAY: Fremier Pawley thank you very much.

DAWLEY: Okay, good Elizabeth. ~

CBC: Manitoba premier Howard Pawley spoke to us from
Winnipeg.
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MINA/ CBC: We're going to be hearing a lot about free
White - trade over the next few months and the
Brady arguments could get hot and heavy. There's a lot of
Kergin opposition to the idea, particularly in Canada's
Chambers industrial heartland, Ontario and Quebec.
McNee )
Mason The Western Premiers have fired the first
MINT/ shots. At the end of their two-day meeting in Grand
Fountain Prairie, Alberta, they came down firmly on the side
Kneale of dropping all trade barriers with the United
Burbridge States. Peter Lougheed of Alberta made free trade
Boisjoli the big issue at the western premiers' meeting. He
MINE says there's already one example of free trade at
uss work in Canada.
DMF )
DMT Lougheed: You know, we have an Auto Pact between
DMX Canada and the United States. It's been
DMXN very successful. 1It's been good for Canadians. 1It's
CPD provided a lot of jobs. I guess from a western point
SCI/ of view, I'd like to see a Canada-wide Auto Pact.
Mikkelborg
Leblanc CBC: Premier Lougheed had no trouble persuading
sCs/ Bill Bennett of British Columbia or Grant
Strouts Devine of Saskatchewan. They were already
Storsater free-traders. Howard Pawley of Manitoba was another
Bouchard matter. He was worried that Canadian workers would
FPR/ lose their jobs because of competition from south of
the border. So Mr. Lougheed and the others suggested
a period of transition to give some industries time
D(6) F c to adapt to the new conditions., Mr. Pawley could go
UGB along with that. :
UGBA
URR Pawley: We're not going to throw hundreds of people
BAG: WSEDC out of work because of some commitment to
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~an approach that might be persuaded in unpragmatic
ways right across the board.

CBC: .Mr. Pawley says the companies affected will
have to realize the benefits of free trade
will far outweigh the disadvantages.

The next step is up to Ottawa. The western
~ premiers want the federal government to decide by
this fall whether it will try to negotiate a free
trade deal with Washington. As we hear from Brian
Kelleher, Ottawa appears favourable toc the idea.

BK:z The federal Minister of Trade, James

- Kelleher, says the consensus clearly is
building in Canada for an agreement that would
liberalize trade with the United States. Mr.
Kelleher says he was extremely interested to hear the
- decision of the western premiers, it certainly makes
it easier to make a decision, he says, when it
appears that consensus is developing. And he was
somewhat surprised that Premier Pawley of Manitoba
joined in the call for free trade since Manitoba, he
says, had seemed to have some of the same doubts that
Ontario has. Mr. Kelleher will not commit the
federal government to complete free trade as yet, he
does not expect a final Cabinet decision until
September. The extent to which trade should be freed
up, he says, will be determined both by further
consultation and by studies on how various Canadian
industries would adjust to freer, or free, trade.

MINT: We're doing indepth studies on the various

sectors in Canada and we don't have all the
complete data at this point and I think that the
answer to that question will become clearer as the
studies are completed.

BKz Mr. Kelleher says there's absolutely no

- doubt that Canadians do want trade with the
United States both secured and enhanced in some way,
and his comment that he's extremely interested in the
western premiers' decision does not seem to indicate
any hostility to the complete free trade option in as
many industries as possible. Brian Kelleher, CBC
News.

CBC: One group determined to fight free trade is
- the Council of Canadians. It's a
nationalist organization which is opposed to closer
ties with the U.S. It argues that Canada could lose
its independence.

Last night, the group held a meeting in
Toronto to drum up support. Elaine Sheman was there.




ES: The Council was formed last March to try to
- ensure Canadians .keep control of our
economy and culture. Last night's speakers included
people from business, the arts, politics and
universities. One of the more passionate speakers
was Farley Mowat. He's the author who Americans
refused to let into their country a few weeks ago.

He says that incident destroys the illusion that our
American neighbours really love us.

Mowat: They love our resources, our markets and
our willingness to kowtow to them whenever
they so demand.

ES: Last night's crowd was receptive. If
- anyone there was in favour of free trade
with the U.S., they keep quiet. But one of the
Council's founders, Mel Hertig, admits they still
have work to do to convince the government that
closer ties with the U.S. are not what Canadians
want. Elaine Sheman, CBC News, Toronto.

Denis Comeau
Deputy Spokesman
(International Trade)
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SSEA BOOK

CEC: 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
Kneale McCreigh has this report.
Burbridge
Boisjoli 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
DMX Opposition was upset because the committee wouldn't
DMXN make recommendations until after the government made
CPD decisions on things like the American Star Wars
SC1/ 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
SCs/ offer.
Strouts :
Storsater ID: Will the Secretary of State, take out of his
Bouchard

—

D(6) F c

URT URR
UGB UGBa
BAG: WSHDC
SFF CPL

Cpp CPE

report, the question of Star Wars, refer it
now to an all-party committee with a reporting date
on the date on which Parliament returns in September.
If he will do that, we will participate.

RM: It was an offer Mr. Clark couldn't refuse.

DATE May 22, 1985
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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
pecple of Canada and the Parliament of Canada before
we have to take those decisions. I would have no
objection to that.

RM: 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.

RM: 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.
l 7
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jane Dodd
Media Relations Officer
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LIBRE-ECHANGE ENTREVUE AVEC GERARD DOCQUIER

v
CBOF: Le libre échange avec les Etats-Unis c'est—i-ding:&féli-
%

( .

minition de tous les francs au commerce, le gouvernement

conservateur s'oriente dans cette direction. Les membresxde,la commissmoJ
‘ ..-“'"-\.7

McDonald sur les perspectives €conomigues du Canada soﬁk?eux aussl

\ \‘

£ =) -
opposes au protectionisme. Dans cette commission cependant qui doit

’-? "-nﬂ"‘
rendre son rapport en juillet, les divergences dgmeurent. "Gérard Docguie:
1',} "{; o

gui représente le congrés du travail du Cana&a auz5e1n de la commission

G
craint que le libre échange ne coiite cher\en emplo;s aux canadiens.

7: )
!.-:\ =7

Jean Dussault 1l'interroge. . gun iy

: s
DOCQUIER: Je ne suis pas-enifaveur du protectionisme de fagon
"4.} \,
categor;que*mais je pense gue le libre échange n'existe

l"‘.

pas. dJ'ai opté pour une positlon qui est différente de celle des autres

P
commissaires et je pense~qq}ils ont tous des nuances, je crois gque
.\ir e i, IQ ',

dans la situatlon actuelle le marché doit étre réglementé pas nécessai-
"'w\
ey ‘\ oS

rement dans une opthue protectionlste mais dans une optique de protec-

tion des 1nterets d'un grand nombre de travailleurs qui sont menacés

I
3

par un’libre &changisme & tout craindre.
G Fo

Est-ce gque vous pouvez m'expliquer quelle est la différen-
ce entre le protectionisme et la protection de certains
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groupes par certaines régles?

DOCQUIER: Bon le protectionisme a mon avis c'est l'établissement

de barriéres tr&s fermes pour protéger soit 1'&conomie
ou le commerce d'un pays tout entier ou de secteurs donnés, mon optique
3 moi c'est gque nous devons tenter de négoéier avec nos partenaires
commerciaux de ententes qui donnent un certain pourcentage d'un marché
quelcongue en assurant aux pays respectifs qui sont part, qui font
partie de la négociation, une certaine protection pour les travailleurs
gui sont affect&s par des chanéements ou des ententes commerciales

guelles qu'elles soient.

REPORTER: Mais pourquoi certains secteurs monsieur Docquier et

pas 2 d'autres?

DOCQUIER: Bien je parle de certains secteurs parce gue chaque

pays a ses secteurs mous ou a ses avantages naturels
dans d'autres secteurs et d'autre part si nous avions 3 faire 3 des
pays oﬁ les conditions de travail, les conditions de salaire, l'envi-
ronnement social est 3 peu prés le meme, je crois que i ce moment 13
on pourrait parler beaucoup plus facilement de libreléchange et d'essaye:

d'éliminer toute forme de protectionisme.

REPORTER: Bon ces conditions similaires ou comparables monsieur
Docquie: elles n'existent pas évidemment entre la manu-
facture de textiles en Corée du sud et la manufacture en textiles dans
l'est de Montréal, est-ce que je comprends donc gue ce que VvOus proposez
vous a la commission McDonald, et vous étes seul semble-t-il 3 le faire
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c'est de protéger les secteurs mous traditionnels textiles, vetements,

meubles et chaussures etc...?

DOCQUIER: Non je suis, dans ma position je ne vais pas dans aucun
détail. J'ai soumis a la commission ce gue j'appelle

une opposition partielle parce que j'ai signé le rapport, je m'oppose

en parties a certaine sections du rapport et le libre échangisme en

etre une. Etant donné gue le marché& libre n'existe pas. Quand on fait

affaire avec le Corée ou avec l'Afrique du sud je ne crois pas mdi gu'on

soit en mesure de parler de libfe échange si vous voyez les conditions

de travail des mineurs d'or en Afrigue du sud et les conditions de

travail dans les usines de textiles en Philipines, & Taiwan ou en Corée

bon bien on ne peut pas appelé ¢a des conditions qui soient comparables.

REPORTER: A partir du moment monsieur Docguier ol les Etats-Unis

ont 1'intention par exemple d'avoir des accords multi-
latéraux de libre échénge avec l'ensemble de ieurs partenaires commer-
ciaux, qu'est-ce qui va arriver de toutes fagons @ votre manufacture

de textiles dans l'est de Montr&al ol 3 Trois-Rivi&res, ou i Québec,

elle ne sera pas compétitive?

DOCQUIER: Bon je ne suis pas sir gue nous ne soyons pas en mesure
d'avoir une industrie textile compétitive guand je

regarde Dominion Textile et certaines autres sociétés textiles au

Canada, elles ont fait des progré&s immenses durant les derniéres

années et euh....

REPORTER: Est-ce qu'elles ont fait ces progré&s grace & la protectio
dont elles bénéficient ou est-ce gu'elles auraient
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pu se passer de cette protection 13 selon vous?

DOCQUIER: Moi je ne pense pas qu'elles auraient pu se passer de
la protection parce qu'il y a des chocs qui sont telle-

ment subis et importants qu'une période d'adaptation et nécessaire

pour s'ajuster et 1la protection qu'on leur a donné pendant cette

période 13 leurs a permis justement de faire des investissemeﬁts impor-

tants et de se rendre beaucoup plus efficace au plan technique.

REPORTER: Bon est-ce qu'il faudra faire une croix sur ces secteurs
mous monsieur Docquier, j'entends vos arguments, mais

par ailleurs vous savez slUrement que la majorité de ce qu'on appelle

les agents économiquéé c'est 3 la mode le libre &change autant au gou-

vernement conversateur, les gouvernements dans les provinces de l'ouest,

le gouvernement du Québec, les éméricains etc... ga a l'air £ini la

protection non?

DOCQUIER: Bon ¢a a l'air finit, moi je ne crois pas parce que
gquand vous entendez des gens parler de libre é&change

il y en a beaucoup parmi ces gens 13 qui réferrent 3 l'exemple du pacte

de l'automobile.
REPORTER: Qui n'est pas vraiment du libre &change, c'est un pacte.

DOCQUIER: C'est un pacte et ce n'est pas vraiment du libre é&change

et c'est dans ce sens 13 moi que j'entrevois le futur.
REPORTER: Merci monsieur Docguier.

DOCQUIER: Je vous remercie.
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DISCUSSION OF GREEN PAPER

CBC : To Ottawa now and our regular Fridav report.

Jeff Sallotte and Mike Duffy are in our,. stﬁdie‘;'

\_'

there. We lead into the green paper, by Joe Clark - lﬁlhasn t

received a very warm response, has it Jeff?

SALLOTTE : Well that wasn't one of the exc1t1ng things
because it failed to mentlon klnd of the two

L

major foreign policy items on the &ulroneyngovernment s agenda.
That is trade with the United State;}»or»closer trade links, and
the whole gquestion of Canadlan part1c1patlon or not to participate
in the research on star wars 1n1t1at1ve. So, Joe Clark once again
is an External Affalrs Mlnlster who is finding his position being

~~~~~

undercut because - well flrst off, the trade issue is being dealt
with right wlthln%the Peeme Minister's Office. He considers it
a very hlgh orlorlty, Mulroney does, and so his people are dealing
with it 1nstead of the people at External Affairs. The star wars.
thlngs, of course, is being handled by Erik Neilsen over at the

Depaxtmeﬁt of National Defence. So Joe Clark has this green paper

"'?Qatﬁdeals with trade with all kinds of other places but not our

""is:«. ../2




largest trading partner.

C2C : "There is nothing concrete about star wars in the
paper. But just this morning there are stories
that Mr. Clark is now saving that he wants Canadians to contribute

to the discussicn over the project.

SALLOTTE : - VYeah. I wonder if this is Joe's wayv of trving

to aget back in on the action on this. The two
opposition parties have said they were coing to boycott the special
ccamittee on foreicn nolicy review because it didn't cdzal with
star wars. Now vesterdav Clark was savinag that we do want to hear
from Canadians, the average Canadian on this and that the appropriate
fcrum would be this committee. But we can't have the committee if
the cpposition parties don't participate.' I think that is probably
a bit of a red herrina, I mean, with their massive majority and all
kinds cZ other vehicles open to.the government they can get a geccd

pulse, cood public pulse on this anv way.

CEC : Mike, do you think the opposition parties will now
tzke part in the hearinas?
DUTTY : Oh, I think that the door is open to a compromise.

And I think there is a bit of a red herrina here.
The fact is is that we have a foreign policy review because the
gevernment nesded things to put into the Throne Speech last f£all
sc a review cf lational Defence and foreign policy were thrown into

the mix. But by the time anyv item in this town comes through the
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bureaucratic grinder it comes out as bheing a kind of pabulum.
That is what we have seen here. The fact is is that it is in

the cpposition's interest to take part and it is in the interest
cf all cf those groups that are opposed to closer trade relations
or closer defence relations with the United States to appear
before these committees. And in fact it seems to me from

ussions with people close to the Prime Minister the issus

(o]}
™
0
Q)

fcr Joe Clark and I think in a way he has been set up cn this

is the fact that where other contentious issues have come up

which could embarrass the cgovernment, for example the task fcrce

zn puil.ic brcadcasting will hold private hearings. It is nct

being done by a parliamentary committee, it is not being done

in a wav that those who are areat supporters of public broadcasting
will have an cpportunityv to make their views known in public - it

will be done in private.

CEC : Althouch the co-chairman, Jerry Caplan, has said
that he will hear briefs from any Canadian who

rants to submit one.

% DUTTY : Absolutelvy - of course thev will hear from anvone
who wants to, but what I am saving is it will be

dene in private and so that there will not be the massive news

coverage that vou will get at a Commons-Senate ccmmittee on

foreign relations in which everv interest group that is opposed to

what the covernment plans to do will have an opportunitv to aprear

in public. Eo Joe has got a politicai...tbe Prime Minister's OZfice

is saving, hcly cats, whv do we now have to go ahead with this.
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They have put themselves in the corner and thev are now sort of
blamine Clark for it, which was - to mv rmind it was all cenerzted
by +the Throne S?eech. So thev are sayving...(inaudible)...hearings
will be done in private, with Joe - one, he can't cet Zirst
agreement on the committee and two, when he does it is going to
cive mostly the cpponents of the government's proposals an

cpportunityv for a public fcrunm.

caC : Ckay, a decision on star wars could take three
cr four months. It just leaves me wondering

whataver happened to that 60 dav deadline.

DUFFY .. Well that was unrealistic. Reacan’s people

backed off right awayv.

SALLOTTE : ' ...it was, all of the western European countries
said look, we can't decide somethino like this.

And as a matter of fact I.think now that we are hearina from

countries like France which have said thev aren't interested at

all and the British Foreign Minister raising serious questicns about

iz - I would not préclude the possibilitv that in the final

analvesis Canada would hack out on this thing.

DUFFY : Yeou have to remembef in this town it takes months
- to decide the smallest kinds of issues. &and so

the oppositicn is having a bit of a political field day coing

after Clark on this. Thé fact is thesg decisions take a long time

while the public hearings are under wav - there is absclutelyv no
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reason and with this covernment especially paying so much attention
tc the polls, there is everv reason to helieve 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 cf 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 bit earlier

the fact that Mr. Clark and External has lest
some crcund to.the Departments of Trade and Defence. Is the
paper tn.s w2k do vou thinxk coing to do anvthing to nut them
back in the mainstrezm of policv debate?

SALLC : MNe, I mean it has generated a lot of attention.

-3
1]
t

There is no doubt that Joe Clark would like to
keep the attention focused on his own portfolio and his areas.
But beczuse, vou know, the opposition parties aren't dumb. Thev
can read this thing as well as anvbody else. Thev know that the
real meat is not there, that it is elsewhere. So I don't think

we are coing to see this as the vehicle for Joe Clark re-emeroing.
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INTERVIEW AVEC MONIQUE VEZINA, MINISTRE DES RELATIONS EXTERIEURES
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TVA/CHOT Bonsoir Mesdames et messieurs; cette semaine. -
S la

d& Ottawa le Secrétaire d'état aux Affaires. "
[,'4 PR s .' N

extérieures, Joe Clark déposait & la chambre des communes' un

livre vert pour tenter avec le temps de déterminér leé“brientations

pour les relations extérieures du Canada. Ce 501r pour nous

en parler, j'aurais dans quelques lnstants aVEmeOl en studio

la Ministre des Relations extérieures, Madame Monlque Vezina.

Pour participer 3 l'interview, Michel_Vastel, Journaliste au

Journal LA PRESSE, 3 Ottawa. ’g'?;;.‘
T T
TVA: Mme Vézina,'bienVenue chez nous.

- 0 - .
- T T
‘“.4 .
- - -~

Monique Vezina, Bonjour... Bonsoir...
Ministre des :

Relations R

extérieures:” I - |

Bonsoir, c'est bien ¢a. On a eu 1l'é@re Pearson

gqui &tait une période dans le domaine des relations

4’5, . -
Rt ;nternatlonales de médiation, d'arbitrage. On a eu l'€re Trudeau

. &£
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cui était un peu une période de tenter, d'éguilibrer les Etats-Unis
versus le Canacda; on le connait pas encore l'@re Mulroney. Je me
cdemande pourguoi aveir cru beau déposer ce livre pour tenter de

édéterminer des orientations futures dans les domaine internatiocnal.

Vezina: Je pense qﬁe comme nouveau gouvernement &lu, il
8tait de notre responsabilit& de repenser la

relation internationale, et c'&tait l'occasion par excellence en

début cde mandat de faire une consultation, d'essayer ée connaitre

l'avis du peuple canadien au sujet de la politique &trangdre.

TVA: J'ai l'impression que le gouvernement c'est pas mal
ol il s'en va. Comme par—exemple, je n'tai jamais

vu autant d'importance donnée aux états-Unis - ce qui m'apparait

trés nouveau surtout aprds i'ére Trudeau qui a €té& une &re de tenter

(de se distancer - si vous voulez). J'ai l'impression que le

gouvernement c'est ol il s'en va.

Vezina: Je pense que le gouvernement sait qu'il a un rdle

important & jouer; le gouvernement sait aussi qu'il

doit faire des choix, qu'il doit &tablir des priorités et qu'il

doit aussi s'inscrire dans la tradition des relations internationales.

Notre livre vert est axé sur deux axes, et il le dit tré&s bien
sur la page couverture «comp8titivité et sdcurité», et compétitivité
c'est la prospérité des canadiens... c'est l'économie... c'est

l'aspect &conomique des canadiens, c'est le gofit d'8tre un peu plus
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acggressif, un peu plus compétitif. La sécurité c'est la paix,

je pense gque nous avons tous le golit de vivre en paix et d'assurer
la sécurité. Donc, nous ne remettons pas en question l'appartenance
aux institutions internationales. Ce qui aura de plus intéressant

et ccmme nouvelle Ministre des Relations extérieures, je m'apercgois
cue les gens sont beaucoup plus prés de l'international gque nous

le pensons, et on aurait slirement avantage 3 &couter l'homme et la
femme de la rue nous dire leur propos, nous donner leur perception

face auv ¢rands engagements qu‘'un gouvernement comme celui du

gouvernement Mulroney doit entretenir avec l'international.

TVA: Parlons de compétitivité, un mot assez spécial,

la plus grande compétition gue nous puissions avoir
c'est notre voisin les Etats-Unis, comment nous le petit peut
négotier une entente qui va respecter notre position - en sachant fort

bien gque le plus gros est de l'autre bord de notre frontiére.

Vezina: Moi je pense qu'on n'a jamais l'avantage &

regarder notre compétiteur comme &tant le plus gros
et le plﬁs grand. Il s'agit de nous prendre la place qui nous
revient, il s'agit d'é@tre fort et aggressif - comme je viens de
le dire; de développer nos talents, de bien &tablir nos priorités
et d'Stablir une relation économigque gui soit 3 notre mesure

et qui nous conviendra.
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TVA: Vous savez que le pré&décesseur de M. Mulroney parlait
de la sourie de 1'Eléphant, et c'est méme dangereux

des fois pour une sourie de se retrouver dans le lit de 1'é&éléphant,

et finalement, est-ce gque vous n'étes pas entrain comme m€me de

faire prendre de gros risques aux gens; par exemple, aux travailleurs

de textiles de Granby ou de la chaussure de Docteur Grey par exemple.

Vezina: Je veux juste rappeler gque le livre est un livre
de réflexion. A ce que je sache, le gouvernement
n'a pas encore pris de décision, et M. Clark 1'a bien dit, il y a
un comité parlementaire qui sera mis en place, le document sera
étudié, cdes recommendations seront faites et nous prendrons
position, nous tiendrons compte des recommendations; je pense
que c'est un livre qui ouvre la réflexion et qui a comme objectif
d'associer les gens en notre réflexion, et je pense que g¢a ne
s'est jamais fait. Je suis nouvelle en politique, mais ¢a ne s'est
jamais fait, alors c'est intéressant de voir ce que les gens

-

auront @ nous dire.

TVA: C'est vrai que vous allez consulter, mais d'un
autre cSté vous fixez les limites de la consultation.
Si je comprend bien le livre - et si ce n'est pas ¢a vous allez

me contredire - sur le cSté Economique vous &tes pro-américain,
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Sur le cOté politigque de la sécurité&, vous &tes trd&s anti-soviétique.
Est-ce gue vous &tes d'accord avec ¢a? Et est-ce que ¢a ne limite

pas les options finalement des canadiens?

Vezina: Je pense que c'est une analyse qui est - je dirais -
un péu grociére que de dire gue nous sommes pro

et anti. Nous sommes ce gue nous sommes, nous sommes le Canada,

nous avons des relations 3 &tablir et il est bon, je pense, d'évaluer

apr@s 15 ans 20 ans la relation gu'on doit avoir, et possiblement

de profiter de l'occasion pour instaurer les relations nouvelles.

TVA: Oui, mais vous reconnaissez comme méme que vous
avez des phrases tré&s dures dans votre livre sur
1'Union soviétigque. C'est vraiment les méchants dont il faut se

méfier, qui menacent nos valeurs, etc...

Vezina: Nous avons aussi des valeurs gui nous tiennent

3 coeur et tout 3 l'heure lorsque j'ai fait dans
1'introduction le désir de vouloir s'instaurer dans un pays gqui
a le goit de respecter les relations de paix et de s&curité, nous
voulons aussi respecter la liberté des gens et c'est un prémisse

de base.

TVA: Dites-moi, si - je ne suis pas le seul & faire

cette analyse 13 - et le fait de se présenter
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M. Mulroney a l'air tré&s proche de M. Reagan, le fait d'adopter

un ton trés dur vis-3-vis des soviétiques, gquelle image ¢a donne
au Canada et quel probléme ga vous cause 3 vous dans vos relations
avec le tiers-monde et les pays en développement qui ont des fois

des pocllutions plus nuancées que nous - vous allez l'admettre ?

Vezina: Bon, je pense que la premiére lecture que vous
faites - les pros et les comptes - on verra au
bout 4'tn an qu'est ce que la consultation nous donneré et je
suis convaincue que chacun aura sa lecture, et peut-&8tre ga sera
un peu moins radical. Pour ce qui est de la relation avec le
tiers-monde, le sommet de Bonn, l'intervention de notre Premier
ministre et M. Clark ont confirmé l'intérét gque nous avons &
Qouloir travailler avec le tiers-monde, 3 vouloir faire en sorte
gue le tiers-monde vive lui aussi ses pas importants au niveau
de la compétitivité et nous avons l'intention de continuer de
travailler avec le tiers-monde et d'entretenir les programmes

dont je suis responsable au niveau de 1'ACDI.

TVA: Mais vous vous en allez, par exemple, au Nicaragua

dans une semaine. Pensez-vous que le Président céu
Nicaragua va aimer le ton que vous employez sur l'Union soviétique,
alors comme lui est un ami de 1l'Union sovidtique, est-ce que ca ne

va pas vous créer des problémes?
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Vezina: Je m'en vais au Nicaragua parce que . ..
est clair et je pense gue le gouvernement canadien

a toujours &té trés prés du support, du développement &conomigue

et social, c'est un pays qui a besoin d'@tre encourag&, nous

avons des programmes au niveau de l'aide internationale, l'aide

au développement, et le prémisse de base ce l'aide au développement

c'est le soucis ne tenant pas compte des considérations

politiques. Et si je choisis d'aller au Nicaragua c'était

comme mE~2 une décision qui avait &té& prise bien avant 3 1l'embargo

de M. Reagan, c'est que j'ai un rdle 3 jouer au niveau de ce

pays qui reléve de ma juridiction internationale.

TVA: Vous n'avez pas eu de pression pour annuler ce

voyage 13?2

Vezina: Méme si j'en avais eu, j'y serais allée comme méme.
TVA: Mais vous en avez peut-&tre eu?

Vezina: Je n'en n'ai pas eu.

TVA: Mme Vezina, revenons au document, c'est pourquoi.

Si vous aviez une critique & faire de l'ancienne

politique que dans le domaine international, gu'est ce gque ce serait?
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Qu'est ce qul ne va pas avec notre politique internationale?

Pourquoi se sentir le besoin de consulter?

Vezina: En campagne électorale, j'ai dit que j'étais
axée. sur 1'avenir et non pas sur le passé, et

ccmme ministre je suis aussi axée sur l'avenir et non pas sur

le passé. Et Jje pense qu'il n'y ait pas de honte comme nouveau
gouvernement & faire des livres verts, 2 essayer de connaitre
l'opinisn des gans, et & essayer d'associer la diversité et

le pluralisme.

TVA: Mais de mémoire tout le monde se rappelle que

M. Trudeau a tenté d'amener les deux grands chefs
de l'Union soviéticue et des Etats-Unis ensemble. Vous né croyez
pas qu'en prenant - méme dans le cas d'un document de discussion -
parti pris de fagon aussi importante pour les Etats-Unis que toute
cette possibilité dans le domaine international, vous qui &tes
responsable pour les pays en voie de céveloppement, que cette
mission 13 gus . Trudeau a tenté de développer, vous l;éliminez

complétement de la table.

Vezina: J'ail presque le gofit de vous dire gue je vous laisse
juge de l'analyse gue vous faites de notre document,
et je ne pense pas que l'exercice gque nous faisons actuellement

ne soit vain. Il est important que les gens sachent et nous disent...
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TVA: Je ne dis pas gqu'il n'est pas meilleur, je ne dis

pas ca, je dis simplement que j'ai 1'impression
que peut-&tre ce document 13 va empécher de continuer de mettre
de l'avant la mission que le Canada s'était développé sous le
temps de M. Trudeau, celui d'équilibrer, de tenter d'amener deux
grands se rencontrer & négocier. C'est ga ce que je veux dire,
c'est aussi-simple que ¢a.

vezina: Corment on peut présumer du résultat d'une

W

consultation lorsqu'on sait tré&s bien que le
comitd devra faire des audiences et prendre un an pour é&couter

les gens. Moi je n'ai pas le goltt de présumer du résultat.

TVA: Alors, on va attendre les résultats.

Mme Vezina, c'est un document de consultation,
les canadiens vont pouvoir participer; Je comprend gue nos
relations extérieures doivent continuer, toutefois, & l'automne
M. Neilson, actif ministre de la défense va publierun autre
livre qui va avoir une importance notoire sur ce document.

A l'automne ou 3 la fin de 1'été, le Ministre Kelleher va

publier un autre livre vert pour ce qui est de nos relations

cormercizles avec les américains. Je me demande 13 si cette
consultation 13 I la fin - je ne parle pas aussi de la décision

tr&s importante que le gouvernement a d prendre du

Président Reagan pour participer au budget de guerre des étoiles

.../10
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comme on l'appelle 13 entre les guillemets. Alors, ol se situe

toute cette consultation 137

Vezina: Il faut le rappeler, c'est une consultation

un livre vert pour la relation internationale.
Vous venez de me faire allusion & deux volets qui font parti
de la politique internationale et globaie. C'est une approche
globale qui est @ l'intérieur de ce livrelvert tandis que les
consultations qui se font les livres avec Messieurs Nielson et
Keleher, sont spécifiques. Et dés que le comité se mettra en
place, je pense gque - ce qui est sir - c'est gque le gouvernement
doit continuer de gouverner méme si un comité@ de travail est
en réflexion pendant un an. Mais il n'y a rien qui empéche’ que
tout au long de la consultation le gouvernement aille voir ce
gui se passe, tienne compte des avis qui auront &té déposés, et
gqu'on puisse s'en inspirer pour continuer de gouverner pendant

gue la consultation se fait.

Michel Vastel: Bon, je vais, parce gque je pense qu'on ne sera
jamais d'accord, on va arr€ter de parler de

sécurité, mais je vous rappelle gue votre livre dit qu'on fait

parti d'un club qui va utiliser le premier la bombe nucléaire

an Europe si nécessaire. Mais pour venir en ca, dites-mois

.../11




Qu'est-ce gqui devrait faire que'mon ami Laurent Fortin, par exemple,
gui travaille au CEGEP de Rimouski, s'intéresse sérieusement au
programme d'aide au développement, on dépense beaucoup d'argent.
D'abord on en parle pas beaucoup dans ce livre 13, et j'ai
l'impression gue ce message 12, il n'est pas passé&. Les canadiens
réagissent 3 des images sur la famine en Ethiopie, ils réagissent
beaucoup d'ailleurs, 3 votre grande surprise méme, mais par

contre notre politique d'aide au développement, pourquoi il faut
aider <22 pavs L3, on en parle trés peu et on n'en parle méme pas

dans ce livre 13.

Vezina: Peut-8tre gue notre ami Fortin du CEGEP de Rimouski
a compris l'interdépendance, et gue peut-8tre notre
ami de Rimouski sait tré&s bien que si le Canada aide le tiers-monde
il peut aussi avoir des retombées économigues importantes. On
peut aussi é&tre créateur d'emplois, tout en mettant au service
du tiers-monde les ressources et les connaissances et l'expertise
gue nous avons. Peut-8tre gue notre ami Fortin va avoir le goiit
lui aussi de donner son opinion sue ce qu'il souhaite & &tre comme
personne impliguée au niveau de l'international. J'ai l'impression
gue c¢a pourrait &tre fort intéressant d'écouter ce que notre ami
aurait 3 dire sur le développement international, et gui sait

_aut-8tre a-t-il d&j3 eu une expérience au niveau de l'international.

ees/12
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Et tout & l'heure je réferrai & ma surprise comme Ministre des
Relations extériéures, lorsque je fais du bureau de comté,

plusieurs demandes maintenant sur le characté&re internatiocnal,

et j'ai i'impression que le peuple s'apergoit gue lorscue l'on

aide Rwanda, en Egypte ou ailleurs, il y a des retombées &conomigues

ici au Canada.

Vastel: Mais vous allez reconnalitre avec moi que ce n'est
seut=-€tre pas la maniére la plus généreuse d'aider

les gens en se disant: une partie de l'argent que je dépense chez

eux me reviens au Canada sous forme d'emploi. Mais je sais que

tous les pays le font.
Vezina: Il ne faudrait pas surtout avoir honte de le dire.

Vastel: Malgré tout, est-ce gque vous allez dire aussi &
vos électeurs de Rimouski et puis ailleurs gue
uand on aide un pavs & développer une industrie textile, la
prochaine étape ga va 8tre de laisser rentrer ses chemises ou
ses chaussettes au Canada. Et s'ils produisent leurs chemises
moins chers que les usines de Montréal, et bien ce sera tant pis
pcur les travailleurs de Montréal. Est-ce gque ce n'est pas ¢a
Zizalement la logigue de l'aide au développement? C'est pas

seulement de leur donner de l'argent, est ce gue c'est pas aussi

«../13
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les aider 3 nous faire compétition?

Vezina: Voild l'importance d4'étre bien articulé et agressif.
Bien sr que ¢a pourrait &tre la limite que ge

faire en sorte gque l'on aide le pays @ se développer gqu'il devienne

tellement fort qui pourra nous faire compétition, mais ce n'est

pas l'ultime but, l'ultime but c'est d'aider - en fait on peut dire

gque l'aide au développement international peut se diviser en

mlusieurs catfgcries, d'ailleurs on a plusieurs programmes et

il y a l'aide d'urgence, il y a l'aide é'humanitaire et il y a

l'aide économique, l'aide au développement. Bien slr qu'a

l'extréme limite ca peut créer une situation comme celle que

vous venez de me décrire.

Vastel: Mais seulement qu'elle est un petit peu ce

gue vous dites, vous connaissez le proverbe -
je pense gue vous le connaissez mieux que moi - mais donnes
un poissoi ur hcmme il va se nourrir une fois et apprends lui
& pécher, il va devenir .... Et la mani@re dont vous parlez
j'ai l'impression que vous &tes bien préte 3 donner des poissons
aux gens ocu cGu lait en poudre, ou du blé, mais je ne suis pas

sir que vous &tes pr8te 3 prendre le risque qui vient nous faire

compétition chez vous.

.../14



- 14 -

Vezina: J'ai eu l'occasion il y a quelques semaines de
rencontrer des gens d'affaires gque j'ai invité
& participer @ l'aide internationale parce gue, comme nouveau
gouvernement, nous souhaitons &tablir un partenaireship avec
les gens d'affaires, et je leur disais gue la solution idéale

-

ce serait qu'elles viennent & disparaitre
Vastel: - C'est toute une déclaration que vous venez...

Vezina: Alors ¢a veut donc dire que la philosophie de base

-~

c'est d'apprendre & pécher.

Vastel: Mme Vezina, il y a un bﬁdget la semaine prochaine

Je connais votre vocation & l'égard des pays du
tiers-monde et 3@ l'engagement que nous allons continuer et rencontrer
le 0.7 pour cent . de notre produit de notre budget, pas du
national brut, pour l'année 1995. Est~-ce gue ¢a c'est un engagement
formel, c'est-3-dire, est-ce éu'il se peut que pour des raisons

de politiques internes gue ce pourcentage l3 soit diminué?

Vezina: On se rappelle qu'a l'automne passé, on avait

reporté notre 0.7% de 5 ans. C'est un engagement
que le gouvernemant a pris, et c'est un engagement gue le gouvernement
maintiendra.

ee./15
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Maintenant dans la période 3 court terme, demain,
apré&s-demain 13, dans l'année qui s'en vient, est-

ce qu'il se peut gu'il y ait une diminution? Je cohprends gue 1995 ...

VEZINA: Ce gqui ne wveut pas dire une coupure budgétaire, une

coupure de programmes, Ga veut dire une réduction de
creissance. C'est gu'au lieu de prendre 5 ans pour arriver 5 notre
point 7 on prendra donc 10 ans pour arriver @ notre pcint 7 donc la

croissance est un petit peu plus lente.

A Donc il n'y a pas de diminution,
VEZINA: Non.
TVA: Michel!

VASTEL: Oui mais est-ce gque les besoins ne sont pas tels gqu'il

faudrait peut-etre une augmentation?

VEZINA: Je pense gu'il faut faire de l'aide au développement

2 la mesure de nos moyens. Noﬁs sommes un pays qui
sommes tr&s présent, qui avons de tré&s tré&s bons programmes et il faut
aller voir 3 l'extérieur, faire des visites, présider des commissions
bi-latérales pour voir et toucher de pré&s la satisfaction gque les pays
cnt de ccllaborer avec le Canada. Je pense gue point 7 pour '95 est
un objectif qui est tré&s interessant. Il s'agit de trouver des formules
rouvelles pour faire le développement et s'associer des partenaires

gui vent avec nous atteindre nos objectifs.
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VASTEL Madame la ministre vous etes, vous vous occupé beaucoup

des relations avec 1l'Afrigque et vous dites que si les
guébécoises, j'emploie ce mot 13 dessin, je pense que vous avez €té treéc
proche e par exemple la société Saint-Jean-Baptiste, on a méme dit
pendant la campagne E&lectorale oll vous &tiez proche du P.Q. en tout
cas ga ce n'est pas grave, c'est pas la question, la question est la
suivante, gquelle place vous allez donner au gouvernement du Québec
dans votre chemin ée relations en particulier par exemple avec les
pays francophones d'Afrique. Est-ce que ga va é€tre votre <«french

connection»?

VEZINA: Je pense que la place qu'on va donner au gouvernement
du.Québec, gui est mon gouvernement comme provincial,
et c'est la place gqui lui revient, une place de collaboration et de
dialogues et on a connu hélas éous le régime précédent une coupure et
une rupture de communications et j'éi, pas plus tard que-la semaine
derniére, sign€ une entente qui permettra au gouvernement du Québec
gue de faire conjointement avec 1'ACDI un programme au niveau du
(inaudible) en forestrie. J'ai l'intention d'utiliser toutes les .
ressources. Je parlais des ressources des gens d'affaires, je parlais

des ressources des volontaires, il y a les ressources gouvernementales

et je me demande pourquoi on se priverait du talent des gens.
VASTEL: En ce qui concerne les relations avec les pays franco-
phones est-ce que le gouvernement du Québec est 1'é&gal

du gouvernement 4'Ottawa?

VZZINA: Ca veut dire quoi?
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VASTEL: Ca veut dire par exemple gue s'il y a un sommet de la

francophonie le chef dé la délégatidn canadienne celui
13 pourrait tr&s bien étre le ministre du Québec des relations extérieu-
res. Est-ce gqu'il n'yva pas quelgue chose d'anormal qué dans ces pays
13 le Canada, &coutez le Canada c'est pas un pays francophone quand

méme, il soit représenté par un ministre d’'Ottawa?

VEZINA: Lorsqu'il y a une délégation canadienne le Québec fait
partie de la délégation canadienne le prorata des parti-
cipants au niveau de la francophonie, il faut non plus ne pas oublier -
le Nouveau-3runswick qui fait toujours paitie de la d€lé&gation, peut-
étre que aussi bien guelgu'un du Nouveau-Brunswick, duFQuébec gue moi-

méme, pourrait rrésider la délégation.

VASTEL: . Ca va bien parce cue vous etes 13 mais sérieusement vous
pensez pas gue le gouvernement du Québec sur les rela-
tions internationales avec les pays francophones devrait avoir un statut

égal & celui du gouverenement fédéral?

- VEZINA: Je pense que c'est peut-&tre trop tot pour en parler.
TVA: Est-ce qu'il est dans votre intention d'en parler?
VEZINA: Qui sait avec: les relations gque nous établierons j'ai

1'intention de présider les délégations, les gerns du
Québec et du Nouveau-Brunswick gqui seront au niveau de la francophonie

et...

TVA: Madame Vé&zina, merci c'est tout le temps qu'on a.

VEZINA: Merci. *dkkhkd
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GREENPAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY

CBC: First the Green Paper on Foreign Policy.

CLARK: I have tabled today in the House of Commo%f a

<

Green Paper entitled, "Competitiveness and Security".

TN

-

CBC: and so came forth Joe Clarks’ Gréén:?ape; on
ST A
Foreign Policy. Readers of igs»ﬁo:ty—three pages
will learn - quote - "conflict dominatesgthé{poritics of the Middle

East". And, gquote - "Africa is a vast ‘and diverse continent”.

4
N,

And of Canada, the paper states "y qubte_r "We are an Atlantic Nation
we are a Pacific Nation, we are én.Arctic Nation". As you can
tell, the Green-Paper is mdstlé;aAEollection of resounding platitudes.
But the point of it is,“in fairness; not to inform, but to ask
questions. Questlons for the Canadian public to answer about
what kind of forelgn pollcy they want their country to have. However,
while the debate” goes on, the government will be making significant

¢ N\ e

foreign polxcy‘dec;s;ons, as usual, including whether to get involved

in Star Wars.\

- .
T ST,
£ k‘.\'t. ‘;-.
/’CLAszf If there were no public process of discussion, there
\! & 0 ~.
‘XY' would be a decision by the government in any event
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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, allowed
encourage, given a vehicle, to take an active and decisive role

in discussion of Canadian foreign policy.

CBC: The Opposition says why have this report asking
qgestions 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,

.rikx Niei.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? Why put that enormous
expense on the back of the taxpayer when the government has decided
on it's defence policy or will by fall with its White Paper. When
it's decided on its trade policy, or will by £fall, according to
the Quebec City summit. When it's decided, or about to decide

on Star Wars, will the Minister tell me, why bother?

NIELSEN: Those decisions have not, in fact, been taken, and
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.

CBC: And John Turner was after Joe Clark on a similar
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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 decument
really mean anything? - Which is the valid document? The communigue
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 from the people

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

get 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 decisions guickly so that we will have

the benefit of the advice of the people of Canada and the Parliament

" of Canacda, before we have to take those decisions. I would have

no objection to that.



CBC: 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

aere. 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 publié right to discuss foreign policy.

I wanted to put out a vehicle for the public discussion of internaticnal

policy and I also wanted to make the case, which I think we have,

that you can no longer treat international political guestions

secarately from international economic guestions.

CBC: But I know there are things that you hold very dearly,
I mean questions of human rights and refugee policy

and so on, ané they weren't in the report, I mean Jean Chretien

says it has no guts and where the things that you feel strongly

about, when you read that?

CLARX: 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

iess surprised by colourful language than I am by their threat

Zcr a while to kill the process. I come back to the fact that /s




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 guestions 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 feel strongly about have come up already. The broad
popular 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 have the Americans impcse

an embargo on Nicaragua, but it demonstrates what I trust will

be an even-ended approach to questions where our interest and American

interests diverge, critical questions where they diverge.

CBC: As you say, the decision making does go on and I
presume the aecision 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 suggestion

to turn this subject over to the special committee first, 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 of the
committee and yet allows us to have the benefit of advice on research

in SDI, before we have to make a decision. And that also doesn't
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bind the government to artificial time frames.

CBC: You've travelled recently at some length 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?

CLARK: We, my delegation, raised guestions in the Soviet
about Soviet research, which we have reason to believe
is goin on and we put the questions in ways that raised specific
kinds of research. They did not deny them. That leads me to
believe 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 themselves 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 Nicaragua 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 crne iesson it is that the way to at
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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

«2 vou fiad it a bit theoretical and how much do you feel vou have

to look over your shoulder to the Prime Minister's office?

CLARK: I don't £ind it theoretical at all. There are

some concepts that I have had to become acquainted
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 portfolio, that's a factor of being in office and not
in opposition. 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 1979, it's the Prime Minister who has the right
and the duty to ultimately decide. I believe that I have a lot
of flexibility in the portfolio. When initiatives have been proposed
on which I had a dissenting view, my dissent has been fully taken
account of and I'm, I tried to have a situation in 79, where my
Minister, Flora MacDonald, had a lot of lattitude. I have as

much lattitude as Flora had.

../8



CNC: Joe Clark, Minister of Extermal Affairs, thank vou

for being on The House.

CLARK: Thank you.

kXX KX
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PROGRAM: LE MAGAZINE ECONOMIQUE DATE: Le 18 mai 1985
EMISSION: DATE:

NETWORK / STATION: CBOF/Radio-Canada TIME: 12 h 15
RESEAU / STATION: HEURE:

ANALYSES DU LIVRE VERT SUR LES POLITIQUES EXTERIEURES

fem -

80T : Les relations extérieures du Canada elles sont

ceux qu'elles sont mais voici tout de méme»un“

l‘

docurent neuf, ce livre que le Mlnlstre Joe Clark a depose cette

%
semaine et qui contient entre 47 pages seulement~ga me paralt bel
x..
et fort de synthése des orientations, je c;te orlentatlons pour
' AN
¢ N
les relations extérieures du Canada et puls“r

.

g

«compétitivité et sécurité»r. e
d“. -
v
o
Jean Giroux: Bien, je suis rest& sur"ma faim sur le plan
- “w £,
économique,  j'ai €té dégu. En particulier il y
.\ R
- h ) s 2
a une chose gue je n'ai pas compris, le tableau sur les Etats-Unis -

en premiére place d'aécé}d;_hais pourquoi la région Asie-pacifique
aprés le Moyen-Orient et/apres 1'Afrique, pourtant le rebord
du pac1f1que voxla longtemps qu'on nous dit que l'avenir c'est

le rebord &,‘Kdu pac;flque. Sommes-nous vendus de plus en plus

aux Et ats-Unxs’
Q: ?7

.

pa i fg»- . el]2
%ﬁ AN




CBOF: . Oui, il y a une question, effectivement le document
peut laisser croire que le Canada s'en va vers un

statut de S51l8me état d'Amérique. Moi aussi je suis un peu dégu

c'est un document qui est déprimant, il est de couleur grise pour

un document qui se prétend vert, c'est &crit gris sur blanc,

dirait-on!
Jean Giroux: C'est blanc sal 3 art ¢ga.
CBOF': Mais il y a comme méme un effort de changement 13

dedans, et on va entendre le Ministre Clark
expliquer lui-mé€me qu'il s'agit‘d'un véhicule. il veut faire
réfléchir les Canadiens, il veut m&me 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 que
ia politique extérieure canadienne s'&tait d'€tre aimé de tous et

d'€tre hal de personne. Bon alors 13 maintenant je crois que le

titre...
Jean Giroux: D'8tre craint de personne...
CBOF: Oui, to be feared by none, c'est ga... Mais le

titre lui-méme <«compétitivité et sécurité» ¢a 13,
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il y a une nouveauté. C'est bien la premidre fois qu'au Canada
on 1lit la défense, la politique, la diplomatie - c'est ce qui
s'appelle «s&curité», aux réalités commerciales et &conomiques

internationales.
Jean Giroux: Vous voulez dire qu'on le fait, qu'on 1l'écrit...

CBOF: Oui, gqu'on le formule, c'est ga... qu'on le
formule, je crois gue le Ministre veut nous faire
réfléchir lad-dessus. Sur l'aide, sur le dollar, sur les accords
multilatéraux, sur le GAPP, sur les questions trés pointues, il
n'y a rien de neuf. Il n'y a pas beaucoup de propositions neuves,
le Ministre pense qu'il va les susciter, que, vous vbyez au
parlement cette semaine & Ottawa tout le dé&bat sur la tenue ou
non des séances de travail l3-dessus, mais en tout cas vraisembla-
blement les canadiens, auront, seront invités & réagir. J'ai
rencontré le Ministre Clark jeudi; je lui ai dit: «Votre document
ne m'apparait pas neuf». Il s'est expligqué l3-dessus, Jje lui
ai 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 yv a comme la base du livre vert une approche
qui roule au compte des traditions canadiennes, et

¢a c'est 1'idée de base gue nous devons considérer ensemble et
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qui sont &conomiques et politiques. Peut-8tre pour vous c'est pas
radical, mais dans les pens@es traditionnelles de politiques
g&trangdres-canadiennes cela c'est radical; et je crois que je
veux dire deux choses: premidrement j'ai décidé d'avoir un livre

vert qui peut poser des guestions et gui puisse servir de base,

un véhicule d'une vaste discussion. J'éEtais impressioné par 1la
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 lutte un grand nombre de canadiens qui n'avaient pas démontré
un intér&t dans des questions internationales awant. Je crois

gue probablement plusieurs canadiens avec une préoccupation
économigue n'ont pas pensé souvent, quotidiennement, 3 des gquestions
internationales avant, et j'espé€re que par voie des sciences sur

le livre vert, nous pouvons avoir les petits entrepreneurs par
exemple, qui sont bien affectés par le GATT. Nous pouvons encore
les encourager de voir le probléme dans un plus grand contexte.
J'ai dorné les instructions 3 mes fonctionnaires d'envoyer le livre
vert, pas juste aux &coles des &tudes internationales, mais aussi
aux chambres de commerces du pays, parce gue je veux engager cette

client&le dans le débat.

CBOF': L'Adjoint de M. Clark avait aussitdt ajouté M. Shawn
Brady, et les syndicaté - il ne faut pas oublier les

syndicats - et c'est vrai gue la consultation s'amorce entre

Plusieurs centres de d&cisions 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 gqui

ne sont pas neuves mais urgents. La premiére d'abord:

CBOF': L'&8conomie canadienne elle est marchandée,
principalement de matiéres premiféres plutdt que

-

ie pror ts maufacturés. Alors, les matires prmiéres ou semi-finis
on les trouve 3 meilleur compte dans les autres régions du monde,
et 13 le Canada perd du terrain. Et bon, alors pour se rattraper

une seule fois les produits manufacturés, notre spécialisation et

notre compétitivité ne sont pas & notre avantage.

Giroux: Et il y a un autre aspect aussi & 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 l'a é&té

facilement, il doit apprendre & le devenir activement et rapidement.

Joe Clark: La question de base pour nous est d'acc&pter gue

ce n'est pas possible pour nous avec un marché

e/



assez petit d'é@tre compétitif avec les autres pays juste sur la
base de notre marché&, et ce n'est pas nouveau g¢a, mais je crois

que c'était plus facile pour nous d'éviter cette réalité&, peut-€tre
retarder rendez-vous avec cette réalité dans le paséé gu'on a eu
eu une certaine période, un certain sense de luxe ici au Canada.
faintenant, je crois que la sitaution est beaucoup plus réaliste,
nous avons une situation économique gqui est difficile mais souvent
les choses difficiles forcent les pays, les peuples de faire face

aux rézlitfs.

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 bientSt 30 de notre production doit &tre
vendue 3 1l'étranger, 28% doit &tre vendue 3 l'é&tranger, il faut
comprendre ¢a. Comme la balance commerciale américaine est

fortement dé€ficitaire, ils ach&tent plus qu'ils vendent, enfin,

ils achetainet plus qu'ils ne vendaient, alors il y a la chambre
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des représentants et puis il y a le Sénat gqui 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, oli est~-ce gqu'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

awren les Etats-Unis et ¢a sera encore pour une longue période

de temps. Mais nous pensons par exemple que 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-3-vis les Etats-Unis, mais les tentatives

avec les autres marchés qui..... les vérités et qui posaient de

Plus grands potentiels pour le Canada.
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