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MODERATOR: 	I believe you all know Mr. Clark and Madame Veina,  
'‘à 	= 

Mr. Kelleher. Mr. Clark will have a shore'statement 

and then it will be thrown open to questions of all thé--Ministers. 

CLARK:
e . 

Thanks very much. I have tabled \Quay in the House 

of Commons, a Green Paper entitiedinJompetitiveness eee 
and Security" which is the occasion and e  Vehiéle for the first 

public parliamentary review of internationirpolicy in Canadian 

history. - My. 	colleague Flora MacDonaldied to accomplish this 

purpose in 1979 but you may récalÈÉhât we ran out of time. We 

are doing it through Parliampi.through a joint committee of the... 

a special Joint Committee:of_thè House of Commons and the Senate 

because Parliamenturview, is Canada's most important institution 
- 	4..4 

and represents 4ié10.aole country. The paper will reflect the traditional 
‘iet. 

concerns of Cànadian foreign policy, concerns with regard to arms 

control, to __t 'inational development, to relations with particular 

et:17 	
'çies 

countr4s  and regions of the world, to Canada's activity and leading 

roW121,`341ternational institutions. But there is also, as you 

4.1i4Jive seen, an untraditional element in this paper and that 
l‘w  
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is the direct recognition of the economic interdependence of the 

modern world of the degree to which international economic circumstances 

must befaced by Canada as we make our policy in any aspect of internationa 

relations. We reached a situation today where issues that once 

were local have now become very much international. There was 

a question 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 question. 

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

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

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

an international question before the United Nations. Acid rain 

obviously is an international question, no loner 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 questions which had traditionally 

been regarded as more local. We also hope to create and to generate 

a mmch broader understanding of the interdependence...the econcomic 

interdependence that we face. We're a new government. We were 

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

as have my colleague Ministers that we intend actively to pursue 

and to maintain the Canadian tradition in international affairs, 

maintaining an active and positive presence, but we have some choices 

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

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

or in other fields. It's our 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 mrocess 

is all about. I should say that we're doing this in the context 

of a quite remarkable demonstration of interest by ordinary Canadians 

in international questions. Al]. 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 international, 

questions largely untapped for a long time, goes well beyond the 

question of famine, the question of a crisis in one continent. 

We hope in the year in which this study will continue, that we 

will find reflected that kind of interest on the range of questions 

that are raised by the Green Paper. 

Je ne veux pas repeter tout ce que j avais dit, 

mais brievement, je viens de soumettre a la Chambre des communes 

une copie du Livre Vert qui 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 l'histoire du Canada 

que nous avons eu un debat, une serie de seances publiques pour 

permettre aux citoyens de participer directement dans la formulation 

des politiques etrangeres. Dans une grande mesure, le Livre Vert 

touche les concerns, les preoccupations traditionnelles du Canada. 

La preoccupation avec le developpement 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 que l'occasion 

de la circulation du Livre Vert peut encourager les citoyens canadiens 

de nous joindre dans un débat public et detaille des fins et des 

programmes de notre politique internationale. 

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

any of you might have. 

MODERATOR: Michel Rostand. 

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

je comprends que l'adhésion à l'OTAN et à ses politiques n'est pas 

remise en question ou n'est pas le sujet de la discussion et en 

particulier à la page 16, vous rappelez un prinCipe de l'OTAN selon 

lequel on ne renonce pas à recourir en premier aux armes nucléaires. 

En vertu du principe, le but de l'alliance c'est d'empècher la guerre 

sous toutes ses formes. Est-ce que je comprends bien, votre 

gouvernement en pensant que donc la politique de l'OTAN est de ne 

pas renoncer à la première attaque nucléaire et d'endosser par ce 

gouvernement ne fait pas partie de la révision. 

CLARK: Ce que nous avons endossé est l'idée, le principe que les 

politiques de l'OTAN doivent étre déterminées par l'OTAN, 

par tous les membres, les états-membres de l'OTAN. Nous avons indiqué 

que pour le gouvernement, la question est décidée en ce qui concerne 

notre adhésion à l'OTAN, mais c'est un processus public. Il y aura 

les autres perspectives, j'ai... nous avons indiqué dans le Livre 

Vert notre positon, mais il y aura les autres perspectives. Si les 

autres perspectives peuvent convaincre le Comité, il y aura les 

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

CLARK: Pour l'instant, le gouvernement accepte les politiques actuelles 

de l'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 l'OTAN et nous devons, nous voulons faire les 

décisions avec les autres partenaires de l'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 sooner 

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

are we going through both exercises? 

CLARK: 	 There is...as I make clear in the paper on several 

occasions, the fact that we are reviewing policy 

does not relieve us of the obligation to make policy and there-

are going to be a number of issues that arise, some of them in 

trade, some of them in other fields, where the government of Canada 

is going to have to make decisions so we will do that. The fact 

that we 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. 

MODERAn,--;.: 	John Burke. 

I. 

Q: 	 ...(inaudible)...a bit the same question, 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. Is that an oversight or is that the only place 

that you are looking at possible cutbacks? 

CLARK: 	Bob, everytime I come to a press conference on a 

specific topic you ask a 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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You're raising the question 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. 

Well where else might you cutback 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 be cut back in field 

A, 13, C or D, we will look at that. And if you're asking me a 

question about the budget, I can't answer that until the 23rd of 

May. 

Q: Monsieur Clark, François Jalbert de la Radio Mutuelle, j'aimerais 

savoir dans quelle mesure vous vous sentirez lié par une 

recommandation du groupe parlementaire de consultation qui irait dans 

le sens contraire d'une politique qui aurait été décidée d'ici l'an 

prochain, est-ce que ça va être possible de revenir en arrière, 

en particulier si vous décidez de participer à la guerre des étoiles, 

c'est presque impensable qu'on puisse s'en tirer si on s'aperçoit 

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 même une politique 
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de base pour le gouvernement. Euh... j'ai... j'ai indiqué dans le 

Livre Vert certaines des questions qui pour nous sont presque fermées, 

les questions de l'OTAN, les questions des Nations-Unies, les questions 

comme ça, mais s'il y a recommandation unanime et forte et persuasive 

par le Comité parlementaire è appeler des audiences publiques, le 

gouvernement doit les considérer. Je prends au sérieux le processus 

je crois que c'est bien essentiel pour nous d'avoir, premièrement, 

les audiences publiques, la participation publique, mais je crois 

que 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 afford 

to make every region a priority. And I'm wondering to what extent 

over the next yeari 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. 

• ./10 



..10.. 

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 want 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 with what the public  believes it 

knows about Canada's interest in different regions. 

MODERATOR: 	Gail Morris. 

Q: 	 Mr. Clark, on the whole question 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 automdleiles, shoes and textiles and food. I'm 

thinking here of import quotas 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 quotas. 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 t -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 for Canada to be able to be competitive on a world 

scale and those areas where it is less likely and 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 quotas? 

CLARK: 	Elimination of...it would mean obviously some changes 

in some Canadian trading practices. I wouldn't 

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

And progress towards the elimination of the formal and informaal 

barriers that other countries have put in place and are putting 
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in place. 

MODERATO?.:  

Q: 

with... 

Courtney Tower. 

...With respect to process sir, the...there are 

a couple of graphic phrases in the thing, particularly 

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. 

4: 	 ...(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? In 

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

Q: 	 Well sir you had an interesting hypothesis with 

respect to the SDI. What if you turned it around 

and got involved in a long term profound commitment? Could you 

undo it? And that's really the saine 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 unanimous, strong, persuasive recommendation *that we should try. 

My view is that we wouldn't close the door on trying to change 

a basic decision that we might have taken  whether  in trade or in 

defence or something else in the face of that kind of strong, persuasive, 

unanimous recommendation from the committee. In other words, we 

expect to receive advice that will cause us to change policy, that's 

the purpose of the process. 

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 Balton. 

Q: 	 I was wondering Mr. Clark if you would give us your 

own characterization of the threst of the document 

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

with the previous Canadian government foreign policy or whether 

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

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 accepting 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 international circumstances have made us 
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more realistic now and what we have to do is take a look at the 

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

Q: 	 Isn't that emphasis on Canada's economic priority 

very much a part of the latter day thinking of 

the Liberal government, the new emphasis on trade as part of our 

foreign policy as a priority in asense... 

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: 	 Mx. 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 inquisitive rather than declaratory, whae...I 

don't even see from looking at it why it had to spend a lot of 

time tied up in Cabinet unless it's...were you sorting out what 

Mr. Kelleher was going to do and what Mr. Nielsen was going to 

do? Is that what tied it up in Cabinet? 

CLARK: 	Hugh, I can remember days when the bureauchief 

for the Globe and Mail used to be inquisitive rather 

than declaratory but those days have passed. There is a major 

change of emphasis of Canadian foreign policy in this paper. It 

affects literally every department ranging from agriculture through 
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to fisheries, it affects every one. I wanted my colleagues to 

have the opportunity to know what we were proposing in their  naine,  

to know the concept we were putting forward in their name. I didn't 

want to issue it just on the back of our department, I wanted it 

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

were some  additions of detail made, the general principle was accepted, 

but I didn't want to put this out to the public until I knew I 

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

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

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

of thorough and conclusive discussion of this orientation. 

MODERATOR: 	The gentleman here in the second'. row. 

4: 	 Si vous me permettez une question, monsieur Clark, 

sur la question de l'initiative stratégique, est-ce 

que vous avez envisagé la possibilité de demander au Comité conjoint 

d'étudier cette question-là en priorité et de vous faire un rapport 

préliminaire avant que toute décision soit prise pour éviter une 

situation conflictuelle d'opinions. Na deuxième question, c'est pour 

l'aide au développement, est-ce que vous ne ferez aucun changement 

aux structures des l'ACDI entre autres, avant que le Comité ait remis 

son rapport en 1986? 

CLARK: 	 Premièrement, en ce qui concerne mes recommandations 

au Comité, mes suggestions au Comité, je n'ai pas 

l'intention de les donner les suggestions formelles. Si le Comité 

veut donner une priorité aux questions de l'initiative stratégique, 

ça c'est leur affaire et ils sont libres de prendre une telle décision, 
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mais je n'ai pas l'intention ni de les instruire, ni de forcer le 

gouvernement de les attendre. En ce qui concerne les structures 

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

les structures de l'ACDI, peut-être dans certaines de leurs activités, 

parce que là aussi, nous devons agir, mais nous n'avons pas les plans 

pour preempt les décisions du Comité. 

MODERATOR: 	Jamie Len(?). 

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

air in the thinking that might say that this is 

a rather cvnical exercise, a sort of a glorified public opinion 

poll that will take a year. Traditionally MP'e 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 decide it's a 

cynical exercise, there's not much I can do about 

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

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

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 decidë 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 

../18 



..18.. 

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 documents, to some  of your colleagues when I have had occasions 

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

it will not be a sumcess unless the government acts on some of the 

reconunendations 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 purpose 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 marliamentarians, 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 questions which are dealt 

with in the paper. It strikes me that although it talks about 

the decline in research and development in Canada, it doesn't address 

one of the reasons for this decline or small amount of R & D, which 

is the extent of foreign ownership in the economy. And also in 

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

question of Star Wars. Would that be your interpretation? 
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CLARE: 	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 from considering and dealing 

with and making recommendations on, aspects of questions 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 

bemainvolved in foreign policy discussions before. I didn't want 

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

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

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

hope that revealed on the question 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 questions 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 inadequate 

especially in competitive terms. Yet that this government has 

taken two steps that I know of that clearly are likely to reduce 
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the R & D in Canada. First of all the Wilson the cutbacks last 

fall and secondly as Jeff mentioned, the encouragement for more 

of 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 

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

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

(inaudible) the government? 

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

report might do is encourage you and others to examine 

your own premises, to examine the premis that encouraging foreign 

investment necessarily is going to lead to a net reduction of research 

and development. I could make quite strongly the other case and 

I expect that here will be an 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 questions 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 changincà some of those elements. 

MODERATOR: 	And Courtney. 

Q: 	 ..(inaudible)..question 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 
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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 element of baxgaining 

and that consequent element of our having 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-mime. Vous revenez souvent sur les 

questions de contrainte financière, contrainte de 

l'environnement international, le précédent gouvernement de monsieur 

Trudeau avait plaisir à se présenter comme un grand de ce monde. 

Est-ce que vous-méme vous êtes pas en train de nous dire qu'il faut 

que le Canada ait une politique étrangère à la mesure de ses moyens? 

CLARK: 	 Je ne suis pas certain que je comprends toutes les 

implications de cette phrase en français. Je crois 

qu'il y a un rôle important pour le- Canada à continuer à jouer, je 

crois que ce sera nécessaire pour nous de faire le choix, d'établir 
t 
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certaines priorités parce que nous ne pouvons pas faire toutes les choses 

que peut-être nous voulons faire, mais avec les choix, avec l'étanbliseme. 

des priorités, je reste certain que le Canada peut continuer à jouer 

un rôle bien important et consistant avec nos traditions internationales 

mais aussi que nous pouvons réaliser une convention internationale 

une croissance domestique qui est plus efficace aujourd'hui. 

Q: 	 Il faut vivre selon ses moyens. Il faudrait dire que 

le Canada devrait par exemple accepter plus de dépendance 

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

2- DU (1.J.rading the Canadian..(inaudible)..as opposed to..(inaudible).. 

CLARK: 	No, I'm very optimistic about Capada. 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'être actifs partout et je crois que 

c'est une simple question de choix, mais il n'y a aucu npessimisme 

chez nous, au contraire, nous pensons qu'en particulier le nouveau 

gouvernement avec un mandat, avec l'encouragement et la participation 

des citoyens peut prendre les initiatives qui n'étaient pas disponibles 

n'étaient pas acceptables dans l'ancien régime. 

Q. 	 Monsieur Clark, c'est un document évidemment très 

pro-américain, très anti-soviétique, c'est vraiment clairement affermir 

que le canada n'est pas neutre, comme l'a proclamé monsieur Mulroney 

déjà, mais je voudrais que vous m'expliquiez le sens que vous attachez 

à une phrase assez intéressante à la page 40 en français où on parle 	/- _ 
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que le risque le plus immédiat pour la sécurité du Canada provient 

de la suprémacie de l'Union Soviétique et son antipathie à l'égard 

de nos valeurs, etc. etc. Vous pensez pas qu'a ce moment-ci que 

votre rapport a pris tout à fait une nouvelle attitude très claire 

et anti-soviétique et sa place le Canada, comment vis-à-vis ces 

discussions avec ses partenaires sur la question des droits de l'homme 

à la Conférence, je sais pas, un message très anti-soviétique 

complètement. 

CLARY.: 	 Non, du tout, ni anti-soviétique si vous parlez du 

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 question en ce qui concerne les valeurs canadiennes. Nous 

sommes un pays qui supporte les libertés et il y a un autre système 

qui est contre la liberté. 

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

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 ça. Comme le respect d'une personne. 

MODERATOR: 	Laine Drewery. 

4: 	 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 remarable 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 question. 

Q: 	 You suggest in the paper, Mr. Clark, that ODA can 
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serve at least four (inaudible). The NGO community has rejected 

that and said that it leads both to bad aid and bad trade. Are 

you su.!,«.7.21Ing 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 questions 

as of others by the public. But I think that on our record to 

date we have demonstrated a very close adherence to the - 

traditions of Canadian development policy. There is an important 

trade question. There was a proposal by the former government 

of a tra‘:a aid fund. Those are matters which have to be  cons  idered.  

and what we are saying is that instead of considering them in the 

privacy of External Affairs or...we are now goielg to open up the 

mrocess 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. 

MODERATOR: 	Thank you very much.Mr. Minister. 

CLARK: 	Thank you. 

***** * 
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SSEA: 	I indicated that I would have no objection if 
the Committee decided that it wanted to give priority to 
SDI and other questions. Indeed, there'd be some advantage 
to that because the Government has to make a decision on 
the invitation some time in the next 3 or 4 months, and 
I would welcome the opportunity to hear from Canadians 
before that happens. As things now stand, the Liberals 
and the NDP won't let Canadians speak. Now, they may change 
their position and I hope they do. 

Q: 	(Inaudible). 

SSEA: 	No, I can't. 

Q: 	Legally, you can't do that? 

SSEA: 	Legally, we need to have the agreement of the 	• 
House to establish a special Joint Committee and, obviously, 
the next tactic of the Opposition parties who don't want 
the public to be heard would be to filibuster the Order 
of Reference. So, if they don't take part in it, there 
will not be an opportunity through a Parliamentary 
Committee, for Canadians to be heard on foreign policy. 
That would be tragic. 

Q: 	But you're saying it would be the Committee's 
decision what the strategy ... 

SSEA: 	It would be the Committee's decision, but they 
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. 

0: 	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 Dr 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. 

0: 	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 êtes prêt à attendre le rapport 
du Comité, un rapport du Comité sur la Guerre des étoiles avant de prendre 
une décision. Est-ce que c'est ça? 

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 êtes-vous prêt à 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 après que c'est établi. 

Q: 	Le Gouvernement pourrait retarder la décision jusqu'à septembre, 
c'est ça? 

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

Q: 	(inaudible) les provinces à 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 à la ratification, autrement 
dit, les provinces seraient associées à 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 
Defencé Initiative was proposed. But the really important question and 
fact is that, to the best of our knowledge, which is pretty good, the 
Soviets are conducting a kind of research now that if it occurred in 
the United States it would be called research into strategic defence. 

What about the very broad and strategic questions? 

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. 

SB: 

edetwe 
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Q: 	How old is this decision on Star Wars Research, 
until you get a report of some sort from this Committee? 

- 
SSEA: - 'We're not going to tie ourselves to any 
artificial deadline. What I'm interested in doing is 
having the Committee sit and I'd like to know why the 
Liberals and the NDP refuse to let the public be heard. 
The sooner they get on with approval of the Committee, 

the sooner the conversations can begin. I've made it 
clear that no decision will be taken by us for 3 to 4 
months and I'd like the Committee to be sitting before 
that time. The other parties won't let it. 

4; 	It's the same question. I'm just not quite 
clear. Are you willing to give them- à 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 
eay, 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. 
I've gone much farther than Ministers have gone in my memory, in 
indicating my disposition, but it's the Committee's business. It's not 
my business, it's the Committee's business and insofar as whether we 
are-going to delay 5 months, 10 months, 2 years a decision on trade 
matters with the United States, no, I'm not going to put Canadian jobs 
at risk like that. No, I'm not going to put our strategic interests 
at risk like that. What I'm doing is offering, through Parliament, the 
people of Canada the full opportunity to take part in discussions of 
these important questions. The Liberals and the NDP for narrow political 
reasons are denying the people of Canada that right. 

Q: 	Well, sir, if you're not going to allow the recommendations, 
wait for the recommendations in advance of your decision ... 

SSEA: 	Look, if the Committee is formed and if the hearings are held 
and if there are 3 months of public participation which I am proposing, 
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 proce'ss. 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. 

4: 
report? 

Might this expression of consensus take the form of an interim 

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. 

4: 	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 establish its own working 
rules. I've indicated my pre-disposition, indeed, my interest and so 
far the Liberals and the NDP keep finding new excuses. That is what's 
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 question whether or not they want the people to be heard. 
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CBC: 	External Affairs Minister Joe Clark is 
expected to release his green paper on Canadian Foreign 
Policy tomorrow. Central America is a region of 
increasing importance on the world stage. John Kirk 
who teaches Latin American Studies at Dalhousie 
University says that Canada should not imitate U.S. 
President Reagan's recently announced trade boycott 
of Nicaragua. 

JK: 	Our Government should have the moral courage 
to voice strong disagreement with Mr. Reagan as many 
European and Latin American leaders have already done. 
As well, in view of our international reputation 
as an honest broker, we should continue to assist 
the Contadora nations, but in a more energetic fashion 
and with much more initiative than we have to date. 
Moreover, since Nicaragua will continue to be in 
the eye of the storm, our Government should stop 
relying on shoddy, often second-hand information. 
We should resurrect the very successful Parliamentary 
Sub-Committee examining Canada's relations with Latin 
America and also send a multi-party delegation of 
MPs on a fact-finding mission to the area. Perhaps 
Mr. Clark too could follow his predecessor's example 
and travel there himself. In addition, our pathetic 
representation with small offices in Guatemala and 
Costa Rica surely should be beefed up with an office 
in Nicaragua, as even Mrs. Thatcher's government has 
recently done. Finally, we should seek to defuse 
the volatile situation in Central America by creating 
a dialogue, a political space. One effective means 
of doing this is to improve aid and trade with 

ggegie 
D(6) 	F 	C 

. . .2 



e. 

a 

Réjane Dodd 
Media Relations Officer 

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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CBC: Eric Kierans joins us from Halifax, Dave Barrett 

is in our Vancouver studio and sitting in te-à5,...in Toronto 

for Dalton Camp who can't be here today, Ron Atkie(?)i. Mr. Itkie's 

, . 	a Toronto lawyer and a former cabinet minister il -the Clark government. 

Gentlemen, good morning to you all, Ron Atkieeweggme and good 

A 
De 

ATKIE: 	Good to be here Peteil , 
N./ • . 

e 
Eric Kierans ae,you there? 

KIERANS: 	Yeah sur6;:ê.,, -  
- 	t 

v 
N.‘ 

fni, and Dave, you're there? 

	

, 	 . 
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- 
-‘•,; Yes, right here. 

I didn't hear your bubbling enthusiasm off the 
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imark.in response to my good morning. 

Yeah, we wanted to hear from the new boy. 

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

unfair. Eric Kierans, I think I'll start with you. 

As I said before, the news the green paper goes into the flouse  

of Commons today. The Globe and Mail-is reporting or suggesting 

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

in this country and that the best foreign policy response might 

in 	area of trade. What do you make of that 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 like boots and shoes and textiles to confederation itself. 

You have to examine or ask yourself what is the motive. I'll say 

this about the government, they are masters, really as capturing 

the media. You know you make a leak and you have something before 

the report comes out, then the report comes out and then the people 

who didn't benefit from the leak begin to criticize the report, 

and the people who got the benefit, so you keep a discussion going 

on something that's really not all that much concerned and all 

that much different and you again ask yourself, what are they doing 

here? Well, one of the things that they would seem to be doing 

. is undercutting what is likely to come out fairly soon I understand, 

or I would hope, the report of the MacDonald Commission on Canada's 
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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 Commission has just done. 

That is, they're going to form another committee of MPs, senators, 

empowered to travel, to hold public hearings, to make recommendations 

to the government. You know, another junket with a lot of the 

boys helping to give External Affairs a very high profile in areas 

that are not strictly its jurisdiction. I don't know what Sinclair 

Stevens or Robert de Cotret are going to have to say about this 

interference on economic affairs. 

CBC: 	 Well, Dave Barrett, I hear you winding up. 

BARRETT, : 	Well, I'm not winding up, I'm winding down, after 

listening to that leak, I think we should just wrap 

it up and forget it. I mean what's the pessimism all about. I 

thought the entrepreneurs were adventurous. I thought a Conservative 

government had a business sense about it. I mean, what are we 

'talking about, gloom and doom about the very stuff that keeps this 

nation going. Our natural resources, to suggest that's all gone, 

our markets are gone is to wrap up Canada. What we can do is not 

go back to the attitudes that our resources are going to last forever, 

but we can do some thoughtful planning and be prudent about the 

use of our resources. As far as markets go, the idea that we so 

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 

...4 



country down there that has an egpanding market . As long as the 

United States continues to isolate itself in the world, then we 

should take advantage of that. If the United States starts put:in= 

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 the 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: 	 Delighted. 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 understand. I haven't seen the document, 

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

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

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 Barrett mentioned Pacific Rim 

and I think it's clear we've come to the crossover point where 
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Canada's trade with the Pacific Rim countries is greater than that 

now of Europe and there goes the third option which was talked 

about in 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 questions 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? 

=KIE: 	 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 a:11. 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. 

Goodness gracious, you know, and I'm being very 

polite, this is ridiculous, another paper, how stupid. 

...6 
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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 quarter 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're going to eat paper, put salt and papper on it and 

you know, come on, what is going on in this country? Twenty-five 

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

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

sit down and make some decisions  about  -getting  this country moving 

fOrward. I don't see it happening. And allowing bureaucrats to 

fine tune a paper, those are the same bureaucrats who worked for 

the Liberals or who have been secunded to the MacDonald Commission. - 

There's nothing brand new in saying oh woe is us. We have these 

problems. Come on, what is the purpose of running for office, 

what is the purpose of governing. Make some decisions, some initiatives, 

something bold. Lift the spirit of this country, but to produce 

a green paper with a blue ribbon. Come on. 

Dave, this paper is not the only initiative that 

the government of Canada has taken in the last six 
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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 some 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. 

ATRIE: 	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 Bon,  you know you talk about 

the bureaucrats and their fine tuning. What they're 

really fine timing  is exactly the kind of polidy that the former 

government, that they drafted and the former government agreed 

to at Verseilles  and  Williamsburg and so on. In other words that 

we integrate our policies, monetary policy and interest rates with 

control of the money supply with that of the United States. We 

work to reducing our budget deficits by restraining government 

expenditures. These are all things that Prime Ministers have agreed 

to, only Mr. Mulroney has gone further and said we didn't do enough 

and then to bring our exchange rates into line and to converge 

as the jargon with those of the United States. Now these are the 

same people and what is different about all of this. I don't see 

anything different and I'm very much worried. Sure 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? 

KIERANS: 	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. 
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ATRIE: 	I thought I tried to bring in the third world country 

on the basis of just doing a little switch in our 

economic thinking on the basis of barter.  I  said that there's 

new markets opening, as long as the Americans turn isolationist 

because somebody wants à 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 

goodness, not to join the OAS. We should exploit that opportunity. 

We should avoid any impression that we're going to be dragged along 

into adventures in Latin America by the Americans. We should avoid 

the impression that somehow we're going to become little brother 

or little nephew to Uncle Sam in world affairs. We do have a good 

name since Pearson's time. We should be trading on that and get 

the economic spilloff, spinoff.  l'in  not opposed to any of that, 

but that means an agressive independent international stance by 

Canada, a little bit of flag waving, nothing wrong with that, especially 

if it makes a few bucks for us. 

RIERANS: 	I  would feel a lot better about this paper Ron if 

I had felt that there was some strong input by Joe 

Clark himself which would reflect a Tory position, but you have 

suggested yourself and we all know that this has been done really 

by the people who have been 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. Impossible. 

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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ATKIE: 

CBC; 

Sure, 

...towards Central America. 

- 12- 

should be pushed aside and there should be a Canadian paper on 

the basis of where we're going. Not leaning so much on the 

CBC: 	 Well let's... 

ATKIE: 	Dave, you want to push that green paper before it's 

even released yet 	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, 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. 

...13 
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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 going 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  do 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 whfch 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 questions... 

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. 
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ATIKIE: 	Ch sure, he was attacking the Heritage Club. 

KIERANS: 	You're supposed to defend something you're a member 

of. 

BARRETT: 	Of course, and the other thing is has he voted 

once against what the Tories want. The Tories are 

slavishly responding, you know, to Jean Kirpatrick's (?) image 

left there. I feel terrible pain and anguish for Lewis, having 

to ... the both the Ways voting in there. It's easy to go out 

and 	the Heritage Club. They're not here in Canada and they're 

no threat to the Tories at the local level .It's Amway that's a 

threat to the local Tories, not the Heritiage Club. You know, 

come on, let's be realistic about this thing. We have had a government 

for the past six months that has been making political love to 

Ronald Reagan and I don't expect anyl-bing different. Certainly 

not out of the leaks so far, the green paper. 

ATKIE: 	Not a bad tactic when you're about to renegotiate 

your trade relations. 

BARRETT: 	Renegotiate! They don't renegotiate anything. The 

Americans just roll over and we get squashed. 

CBC: 	 I'm left with one question and I want before I 

bring this to a conclusion this week, to hear Ron 

Atkie on this  question  which seems to me to have come directly 

from what Eric said a moment ago. Is Ron, can I ask you this, 
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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 same time to reflect. He's now been 

out of the office of leader of the party for a year and a half, 

almost two ye.z,rs, and he is, I think now comfortable in his position, 

in a Mulroney cabinet and clearly there's no question who the boss 

is. 

KIERANS: 	No, you'd better believe it. 

ATKIE: 	The relations between them are remarkably good 

given that you have a former Prime Minister and 

an existing Prime Minister in the same cabinet. And he's determined 

to make his mark and I think this paper will be one of the vehicles, 

not the only vehicle. It will ask a lot of questions, which is 

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

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

came out in 1970 which were didactic in approach. Trudeau 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 , provide 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 something. There was very little 

of Trudeau in that 1970 paper. That was  Michel]. 

 Sharpe, and number two, look, you may say that relations between 

Mr. Clark and Mr. Mulroney are excellent, but I don't know how 

many more humiliations he can stand, publically and in front of 

all the other leaders of the world and still say . that relations 

are good. 

BARRETT: 	And back to the foodlines in Brilish Columbia. 

CBC: 	 Gentlemen, I thank you all. Eric Kierans . in  our 

Halifax studio, Dave Barrett from VancouverW.1n7oux 

Toronto studio this morning, Ron Atkie, sitting in this week for 

Dalton Camp. 

****** 
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CBC: 	International trade is expected to be among 
a number of topics that will be covered in 

the Green Paper on Canada's foreign policy that will 
be tabld in Parliament by External Affairs Minister 
Joe Clark this afternoon. Gary Storey is an 
agricultural economist at the University of 
Saskatchewan. He says that the aftermath of the Bonn 
Economic Summit Conference leads to the possibility 
of international trade wars, especially in agricul-
tural products. 

GS: 	Canada is more dependent upon trade than any 
of the major developed countries. Slowly 

but surely, the world has drifted towards increased 
protectionism. The U.S Congress incréasingly has 
taken a protectionist stance in atteMpting to protect 
its industries which are vulnerable to cheaper 
imports because of the high valued U.S. dollar. 
Canada has had to fight tooth and nail to protect its 
steel and lumber markets in the United States. The 
Canadian hog industry is still reeling from a U.S. 
imposed tariff on imported Canadian hog. I feel that 
there is a real danger of an impending trade war 
between the United States and the European Community 
oyer agricultural products, particularly wheat. 

Starting in 1962, the European Community, 
under its common agricultural policy, set out to 
reform European agriculture into increased producti-
vity. It has been successful. Too successful. Once 
a major importer, the European Community is now an 
exporter of wheat and other agricultural commodi-
ties. But agricultural prices are artificially set 
above world free trade levels. The European 
Community is forced to subsidize exports to reduce 
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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 
U.S. agricultural proposals are, in large part, aimed 
at the EEC farm policies. The U.S. Government is 
saying: why should the U.S. reduce production and 
increase stocks while the EEC continues to promote 
surplus production and to subsidize exports. These 
two adversary positions could pit the United States-
against the European Community in an agricultural 
trade war that could spread to other commodities. 
Canada could be caught .  in the middle and has the most 
to lose. International negotiations to head off 
further trade protectionism, trade warfare, and to 
work towards monetary and economic reform are 
critically important to Canada's interests. I' ask: 
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. 

CBC: 	Gary Storey is an agricultural economist at 
the University of Saskatchewan. 

Denis Comeau 
Deputy Spokesman 
(International Trade) 
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JOE CLARK: Nous sommes préts à prendre des décisions comme nous l'avons 

fait en ce qui concerne le Nicaragua, par exemple, et dans 

d'autres domaines, mais je crois qu'il y a deux questions ici, la 

première touche la substance d'une politique internationale, l'autre 

touche l'efficacité des institutions parlementaires et en fait, le 

droit des citoyens des parties des décisions publiques et je crois que 

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 ça n'était jamais fait avant 

dans notre histoire. C'est la première euh... euh...  enquite revision, 

revue parlemsntaire publique dans l'histoire du Canada. 

OORIVAGE: Bon, en tout cas, déjà il y a désorientation là-dedans, 

ce que vous dites, en premier lieu, c'est que l'économie 

a pris le dessus sur la politique dans l'importance de nos relations 

avec l'étranger, j'aimerais qu'on parle de ces questions économiques 

et plus particulièrement des relations au Canada-Etats-Unis, c'est 

les trois-quarts de nos exportations qui vont là-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 ça veut dire, ça, concrètement? 

CLARK: Ça, 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 qui touchent 

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

Unis une tierce-partie. Mais ça, ça n'est qu'une des options. 
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DURIVAGE: Le statu-quo ça n'a pas de sens pour le Canada? Ce n'est 

pas bon pour le Canada, alors là, il y a des choix qui 

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

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

bilatéral spécial, qu'est-ce que c'est ça, un statut particulier pour 

le Canada ou' 

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

pour le Canada et pour les Etats-Unis en ce qui nous concerne, 

mais c'est formel, - 	dans un sens, nous avons iule telle situation 

informelle après le grand 	 à Québec, parce qu'il y a un 

accord entre monsieur Reagan et monsieur Mulroney que si les intérêts 

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 l'option peut 

formaliser une telle situation, mais je veux 	 

DURIVAGE: Mais c'est... prenons des exemples concrets, des pactes de 

l'auto qui s'étendraient à d'autres secteurs des relations 

que nous avons avec les Etats-Unis, parce que ça, c'est un arrangement 

bilatéral spécial ... 

CLARK: Bilatéral spécial est dans un domaine spécifique, c'est ça. 

DURIVAGE: Est-ce que ça voudrait dire d'autres pactes? 

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

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

spécifiques, une était l'acier spécialisé, especially steel, 

et il y eut d'autres, euh... et nous sommes en train de continuer les 

études des champs spécifiques. Comme j'ai dit, c'est une option et 

monsieur Kelleher, le ministre du Commerce international est en train 

de finir en effet, les consultations avec le monde des affaires et 

du travail... 

DURIVAGE: Et ça pourrait être une étape vers un libre échange total, 

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

CLARK: Mais la chose, je crois que c'est important pour moi de:souligner 

l'importance pour le Canada d'avoir un système multilatéral, 

un système de commerce multilatéral qui fonctionne et pour nous, nous 

devons.., la question des Etats-Unis, c'est inéchappable, c'est là, 

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

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

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

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

dans l'Asie et dans la région des marchés du Pacifique. D'après un 

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

maintenir les marchés qui déjà existent pour le Canada. 

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

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

CLARK: Ce que je veux dire, sans anticiper la politique canadienne, 

la politique du gouvernement et que je n'ai pas la peur de 

... 5 



-5  

certains nationalistes canadiens en ce qui concerne nos relations avec 

les Etats-Unis, parce que je crois que le Canada est beaucoup plus 

mature, il y a un processus de maturité pendant les.... c'est le mot 

français, mature? 

=RIVAGE: Oui, oui, oui. 

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

DURIVAGE: Ca ne vous fait pas peur un libre échange 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 . 	. 	pour... 

DURIVAGE: On ne sera pas un cinquante-et-unième état américain? 

CLARK; Jamais, ça c'est pour moi, c'est, c'est... 

DURIVAGE: C'est clair. 

CLARK: Oui. 

DURIVAGE: Passons aux questions politiques, monsieur Clark, il y en 

a beaucoup dont je veux discuter avec vous. Par exemple, 

l'initiative de défense stratégique du Président Reagan. Allez-vous 

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

pour vous prononcer sur ces questions? 
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CLARK: Non, en ce qui concerne cette question-là, nous avons décidé 

avant le rapport du Comité, 

DURIVAGE:Ah oui? 

CLARK: Parce que c'est une question d'une certaine urgence... 

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

décision que vous allez prendre très bientat? 

CLARK: S'il y a une décision unanime du Comité qui n'est pas d'accord 

avec une politique du gouvernement, le gouvernement doit 

considérer un changement dans la politique établie, et la chose que 

veux souligner est l'importance et la possibilité du Gouvernement 

canadien d'agir et réfléchir en mime 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 première fois dans l'histoire canadienne, 

il y a une possibilité pour les citoyens de jouer un rôle direct dans 

la formulation.... 

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

vous voulez prendre une décision... 

CLARK: Nous devons, nous avons un fonctionnaire, monsieur 

qui est aux Etats-Unis maintenant pour... 

DURIVAGE: Quand prenez-vous une décision là-dessus? 
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CLARK: Pour préciser la nature d'une invitation. Je crois que 

monsieur Kruger pourra faire ses recommandations vers la fin 

de juin et le gouvernement peut prendre une décision après ça. 

DURIVAGE: Pendant l'été ou en septembre? 

CLARK: Oui. 

DURIVAGE: Euh... l'aide au développement, c'est une question assez 

importante, et il semble que... en tout cas, vous poser 

la question, l'entraide bilatérale devrait-elle être plus directement 

subordonnée à la performance des gouvernements qu'on aide en ce qui 

concerne la gestion économique, le respect des droits de la personne 

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

qu'on aiderait et le Canada? 	Est-ce que ça veut dire, concrètement, 

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

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

CLARK: Premièrement, c'est une question que nous avons soulevée, 

que nous voulons voir discuter, deuxièmement, il était question 

d'idéologie, ce n'est pas dans notre tradition canadienne de lier l'aide 

aux questions d'idéologie. L'autre question touche par exemple les 

questions des droits humains. Il y a plusieurs pays en voie de 

développement qui...où le Canada est actif côté développement ou 

côté des droits humains n'est pas bon. Dans le passé, nous n'avons pas 

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

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

et il nous reste à peine deux minu tes. L'Ethiopie, est-ce que l'aide 
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à l'Ethiopie pourrait étre mise en cause parce que c'est un régime 

marxiste. Je prends cet exemple-là. 

CLARK: J'en doute. C'était la position du Canada, et en pratique la 

position de notre gouvernement de, d'élargir l'aide canadienne 

en Ethiopie. 

DURIVAGE: L'ONU et .  plus particulièrement l'UNESCO, les Etats-Unis ont 

quitté, l'Angleterre veut quitter, est-ce que le Canada 

veut rester dans l'UNESCO. 

CLARK: Le Canada veut rester et nous en sommes en train maintenant 

d'essayer de réformer l'institution, nous venons de convoquer 

à Paris une réunion des représentants de plusieurs autres pays pour 

discuter précisément des moyens par lesquels le Canada peut renforcer 

l'UNESCO. C'est une autre question pour le Comité. 

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

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

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

à 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 qui concerne 

la francophonie, c'est une partie de la nature du Canada, c'est une 

partie de notre avenir... 

DURIVAGE: Et le Québec y participerait? 
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CLARK: Je crois que la question est de trouver le 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 dernière question, c'est celle des conflits régionaux 

et de l'Amérique centrale. Hier, Monsieur Arnaud de Borchgrave 

le rédacteur en chef du Washington Times, disait au point en ce qui 

concerne le Nicaragua, le Canada comme tous les pays d'Europe de l'Ouest, 

a un double discours. Un discours pour sa population et sa position 

officielle qui est celle toute contraire, celle d'être d'accord avec 

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

CLARK: Euh... j'ai été à Bonn, quand 	 la position du gouvernement 

des Etats-Unis, qui était déclaré par monsieur Reagan, le jour 

après, j'étais avec monsieur Schultz, j'ai eu l'occasion de parler 

avec monsieur Schultz directement, je crois qu'avant j'ai eu l'occasion 

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

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

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

de poursuivre notre propre politique pour encourager le développement 

économique essentiel du Nicaragua et... 

DURIVAGE: Et vous n'avez qu'un langage... Vous n'êtes 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 

qui 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 déjà offert au processus contadora est bien important. 

Ça c'est une question immédiate et c'est bien important, mais le 

Livre Vert donne aux citoyens canadiens la possibilité de participer 

dans les questions pas juste immédiates, mais aussi les questions 

de longue term, de longues dates d'une autre politique étrangère. 

DURIVAGE: Très rapidement, en terminant, ce Comité du Sénat et des . 

communes a un an pour étudier une nouvelle 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 que vous preniez 

des décisions? 

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

dations, notre réponse à la recommandation dans un Livre Blanc 

ou il y a 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 que 

c'est bien possible pour nous de faire deux choses, d'agir vitement 

sur certaines de leurs recommandations. Je crois que ce serait 

important pour le gouvernement d'indiquer que nous voulons agir, que 

nous voulons accepter certaines recommandations pour donner une 

légitimité au processus, et ça c'est important. 
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DURIVAGE: Oui, mais d'autre part, vous pouvez aussi donner l'impression 

que 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 

qui concerne par exemple l'UNESCO indiquent que le gouvernement - est 

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

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

DURIVAGE: Merci beaucoup, monsieur Clark. 
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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 question of Canadian-
American relations, there's no indication of what the 
government will do. Although it seems to be leaning 
towards freeing the trade between our two countries, 
three options to bring this about are listed in the 
paper. As for other foreign policy issues such as 
international aid and our relations with trouble 
spots such as the Middle East and Central America, 
there is no indication that there will be any serious 
changes in policy in any area. Neither does it look 
as if there'll be any changes in defence policy. But 
there will be more on that in the fall when the 
Minister of Defence publishes a White Paper outlining 
the government's intentions here. . Stephen 
Boisonneault, CBC News, Ottawa. - 
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Natalie Kirsc erg 
Media Relati s Officer 
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CTV: 	For the first time in fourteen years, 
Canada is about to get a review of its 

foreign policy. Later today in the House of Commons, 
the federal government will present a Green Paper 
designed to provoke discussion about  Canada's role in 
international affairs. 

This morning we are joined by Bernard Wood, 
the Director of the North-South Institute in Ottawa, 
and in our Toronto studio, we are joined by Don 
Munton, the Research Director of the Canadian Insti-
tute of International Affairs. 

Good morning, gentlemen. 

The initial indications we have seem to 
indicate that Canada's foreign policy in this paper 
will be looked at largely in economic terms, in trade 
terms. Is that would you would expect, Mr. Munton? 

Yes, I think that's would I would expect. 
It's been a primary emphasis of the govern-

ment and I don't think they are likely to switch 
gears in bringing out this sort of a paper. 

CTV: 	Mr. Wood, would you agree with Mr. Munton? 

SW: 	I think that will sound very strong in the 
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 
they fit in the world as a middle power and I think 
that that has very strong economic dimensions but it 
spreads over to all the other systems as well. 
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CTV: 	Mr. Munton, should we be looking at our 
foreign policy largely in economic terms? 

is that the right approach? 

DE: 	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 illould 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 
reason, I don't think we should expect major changes 
at home. 

CTV: 	Mr. Wood, would that not particularly apply 
to Canada given our position within the 

world's stage, as it where, that we are very much 
reliant on what other countries are doing, what other 
powers are doing. 

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 
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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. It'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? 

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

CTV: 	Before I ask you about that in particular, 
Mr. Wood, would you agree that it is going 

to be more difficult if Canada, from an economic 
point of view, a trade point of view, gets closer to 
the U.S. for us to maintain the kind of role that 
we've had in the past, the peacekeeping role, that 
sort of thing? 

EV: 	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 vez:y 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 thirtl; 
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 a 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 
Ipack 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? 

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  cari  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? 

SW: 	Aid is a separate business from trade. The 
element of subsidy that they try and 

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

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

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

Denis Comeau 
Deputy Spokesman 
(International Trade) 
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INTERVIEW WITH JOE CLARK 

:TV: 	 The federal government has thrown Canada's foreign 

policy open to public debate. The green pàper released 

yesterday stesses trade and security. Ottawa bureauiahièf. Pamela 

Wallin spoke with External Affairs Minister Joe Clark .àbout this 

first comprehensive review of foreign policy.since.,1970. 
e•  

re" 
Clark, I guess the obious , question is why REPORTER: 	Mr. 

(Pamela Wallin) 
did you opt for a green paper which is simply a 

.- 
series of questions asking Canadians 

e„.  
your government have an overwhlming 

• 
what they think t;:hen you and 

mandate, why didn't you just 

tell -us whatyou want to-do for foreign policy. 

• ei •■• 

Part dt,our mandate is to open up the process 

and I .,think we're dealing here with two auite differént 

processes.tphet,ie=to get public participation in determining our 
174-  

foreign==poliand the other is to demonstrate that there is room 

in Cariàdihn7- public policy for individuals to take part. 

I.-  • 

CLARK: 

\i> 
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REPORTER: 	But isn't that room there anyway? Would you have 

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

:::ecisions and Canadians will respond to those decisions 

anyway. 

CLARK: 	They'll respond, but this gives Canadians an opmortunity 

to be in before the decisions are taken, to help 

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 the i:itation 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 history we're inviting the people of Canada to take 

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

me about it, I mean I've always thought that there needed to be 

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 traditionally thought. 

All right, those motives are laudable. You want 

to talk to Canadians, you want to "give parliamentarians, 

both MPs and Senators a role in this process. You want to  open  

it up, you want to let people look at it, but as.you've just stated 

and you've stated repeated in the last few days you're going to 

have to go ahead and make decisions anyway so what is really the 

nature of that consultation? 

CLARK: 	Well, let's look at some of the issues on which 

...3 
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we will not make decisions in the next year. Likely one of those 

decisions is where it makes sense in the world for Canada to concentrate, 

whether 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 develomment policy, does that make sense, or should we be 

focusing more 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 

that they're elsewhere. Those are decisions in which the 

public can quite genuinely help us come to conclusions about what 

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

never get raised. I mean we have to make decisions 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 dont 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 

. . .4 
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what again I ask you is the point of that particular exercise. 

It seems to me that you're setting yourself up for the fall. If 

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 question in 

Canada, where whether or not we take part in research 

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

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

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

we're tz-_- ing to make in the paper is that in th& modern world foreign 

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

It involves very directly the dramatic changes in international 
% 

economic circumstances and we have to face those. The questions 

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 question 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, 

if people who are wcrking in the beef industry or working in other 

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

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

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

I  cane  back to the issue of Star Wars which is symbolic 

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

to participate in a particular research project. It is symbolic 

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

• • •5 
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coming years, and what does your government want that to be. Is 

asking Canadians after the fact what they want their relationship 

with tbe United States to be really 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 some judgement which 

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

precisely the question you raise, what should the fo rm of our relations 

be with  the  United States. Yes,that decision will be affected 

Lv 	.b 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 saying this is what foreign policy will be, what do you think, 

because of the other issues that are under discussion. In your 

paper there is-a heavy emphasis on the question 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 from being 

...6 
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useful. 

CLARK: 	They're not preempting and they're not at all stoppin 

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 a small way there was leadership in foreign 

policy including our attitude towards the United States in the 

decision on Nicaragua. There was leadership in foreign policy in 

the convening of the summit between Mr. Reagan and Mr. Mulroney. 

iz 1i  evidence of leadership on issues that emerged, on issues 

that were current, to which the government had to respond, but 

in addition to leadership there's also a duty in a democracy* to % 

encourage people of different perspectives, of different knowledge 

to take part in the process. There.hasn't been that opportunity 

before and it will touch major questions, as well as questions 

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 questions are behindus or will be, 

but there is still a wide range of issues on which the Canadian 

government will have to decide and will make better decisions if 

it has the informed considered advice of the people. 

REPOR=R: 	How troubied 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 

they're not sure they want to participate in this exercise, that 

it's a bit of a sham, that MPs are in the House of Commons, if 

...7 



you want a representative sample of Canadians look 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 of their talk 

about public debate and debate 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 

zynacL....m, what do you do about cynacism 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 dynacisM about 

it at the beginning. There's too much cynaciseabout 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 chance. I hope 

it'll 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 

enhance Canada's voice and influence in international affairs. 

Are we seeing that, I know that this document is simply asking 

questions, but you've got to have an opinion on this. Is that 

your view of how we should be changing our approach to foreign 

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

.. .8 
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CLARK: 	I was trying to deal with a smock, to deal with 

the spook that if we had anything to do with the 

Americans we would 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 	-.:ou have to do is establish your bona fides, establish 

your awn sovereignty, your independence, your difference of view 

on questions like Nicaragua with the Americans, but not pretend 

there are differences when their aren't and when you disagree with 

them about Nicaragua as we do, make that point to them, politely, 

firmly, do our thing, continue our aid, continue our visits, don't 

rant and rave because that's bound to turn them against us. Now 

in terms of our awn influence, I think we can draw influence in 

two ways. One, I think politeness will cause us to be heard 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..lt we're a western nation. We're not an American 

nationa, but wè happen to share the same fundamental values, the 

same 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 about it and that allows 

...9 
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us to do other things that are important, whether it's in human 

rights, or in disarmament or in other fields. 

REPORTER: 	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 

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

national relations is going to be a bit of a dollars and cents 

gaine. 

Oh, I'm saying that. Because we can't escape that. 

There might have been a time when we could prevent 

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

beyond us. I'm not saying we have to have closer 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 grudth in trade isn't 

going to came from the U.S. It's going to  cane  from Asia and the 

Pacific, if we are =art, if we get out and become competitive, 

but we have a tremendous lot of Canadian interests to protect with . 

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

lobby dawn there and it doesn't threaten jtst the Japanese. By 

threatening the Japanese on some of their across the board protectionist 

measures they directly threaten jobs in Canada . We have an obligation 

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

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 
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deal with the debt crisis in Mexico and elsewhere in the third 

world. 

REPORTER: 	Well, Mr. Clark, I half emany more questions, but 

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

CLARY.: 	 Okay, thank vou. 

REZORTER: 	Thank vou very much. 
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CBC: 	Opposition parties in the House of Commons 
don't like the government's Green Paper on 

foreign policy. They say the government's promise of 
a public debate on the Green Paper will be a 
charade. They may refuse to participate in a special 
committee studying the Green Paper. Stephen 
Boisonneault reports. 

SB: 	Although Joe - Clark, Secretary of State for 
External Affairs, says that it's possible 

that recommendations of the special committee could 
influence government policy, he has, nonetheless, 
made it pretty clear that the government reserves the 
right to make important policy decisions while it 
waits for the committee to finish its work a-year 
from now. Exactly how government policy on freer 
trade with the U.S. or participation in Star Wars 
research could be reversed or undone is not obvious. 
Opposition critics, Pauline Jewett of the NDP, and 
Liberal Jean Chrétien, call the public debate a 
charade, a bloody insult, the work of the committee 
an incredibly expensive junket to keep Conservative 
.backbenchers busy. 

Jewett: And the government has no more intention of 
taking any of its recommendations than it 

has of flying to the moon. So why, why indeed, 
should one take this committee seriously? 

Chrétien:  And I think that we are taking for a 
ride, that's the only word I can use 

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. 
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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. 

o, 
Natalie Kirsceerg 
Media RelAio s Officer 
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RC: 	Le secrétaire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures, 
Joe Clark, a déposé aux Communes un document de consultations 
sur les relations du Canada avec le monde. Le livre vert 
touche une foule de sujets et trace un portrait de la place 
que le Canada occupe sur le plan mondial sans pour autant 
préciser la position du gouvernement conservateur. Des 
Etats-Unis, le document dit qu'ils sont la première 
puissance mondiale et qu'ils sont les garants ultimes de 
la sécurité des démocraties occidentales. Le livre vert 
souligne que les intérêts du Canada en matière de défence 
continuent de s'accroitre et que les budgets devraient 
être ajustés à la hausse pour lui permettre de remplir ses 
obligations. En outre, un comité spécial des Communes et 
du Sénat sera appelé à voyager à travers le Canada pendant 
un an pour recueillir l'opinion des Canadiens sur les 
relations extérieures. Dans l'ensemble, .l'opposition a 
accueilli très froidement ce livre vert. 

RC: 	Lorsque le comité spécial chargé d'étudier le 
livre vert fera son rapport en mai 1986, des décisions 
importantes auront déjà été prises par le gouvernement sur la 
guerre des étoiles en particulier, mais le Secrétaire d'Etat 
aux Affaires extérieures, Joe Clark, n'y voit pas 
d'inconvénients pour la raison suivante: 

Strouts 	 JC: 	Ce sera nécessaire pour nous, le gouvernement, 
Storsater 	d'accepter un certain nombre de recommandations, parti- 
Bouchard 	culièrement les recommandations unanimes du comité. 
FPR/ 
OWOONWOW 

D(6) 	F 	C 
JC: 	C'est de la foutaise ce document-là. Quand ils 
vont recevoir un appel de Reagan, - bien on veut avoir une 
réponse demain matin, - le'aeuverneue Mulroney va répondre 
rapidement. 

RC: 	Mais l'opposition en doute fortement. Le critique 
libéral, Jean Chrétien fait valoir ceci: 



;a collègue du NDP, Pauline Jewett, abonde dans le 
Il se pourrait même que les deux partis d'opposition 

)ent pas à la revue parlementaire du livre vert à 
Le gouvernement accepte d'attendre les recommandations 
,our décider de participer ou non à l'initiative de 
-:atégique des Etats-Unis. Ici Mireille Massé à 

/. Ta xe 

Réjane  Dodd 
Agent de Presse 
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FOREIGN POLICY GREEN PAPER 

Joe Clark wants to hear from Canadians about otir 	i_714 

.# 	 , 

foreign policy. The External Affairs Minister.released 

his discussion paper on the subject today. He calls it7conipetitiveness 
C. 	, 

and security. The document raises questions about our. trding 

relationship with the United States. It also asks.Canadians to 

consider how much they're willing to spend ore defenpe. The special 

joint committee of senators and members .of parlent will hold 

public hearings on these and other questions-e-  It will then make 

policy recommendations to the governAntza year from now. To start 

the national dialogue we've reacIld ..-Bernie Woods, Director of the 

North-South Institute in Oti:à.wa:âneStephen Clarkson, a political 
- 

economist at the University ofToronto. 

ELIZABETH GRAY:. .1dentléMen, what have we got here? Do you detect 

• the green paper some signals about any sort 

of radical deparere in foreign policy? Bernie Wood, you've at 

1east -1.4 a chEnce to skim through it. 

4eBERNIE4WOOD: Well, the sense I have when I look at it is that 
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all the building blocks are there but they're kind of scattered 

aroudn on the playroom floor. Commared 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? 

STEPSZN 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 government 

who's leader is our most American Prime Minister ever, a real 

(inaudible) who's run a branch plant and approaches foreign policy 

as if he was still doing the same kind of thing. 

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 this more 

general paper is much less important and perhaps will be very unimportant 

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

it 'round. It certainly reversed its priorities. 

It doesn't define our international relation strategy.  in general 

and then-say well, what should be our policy with the United States. 

- It's done the exact opposite. 

GRAY: 	 Well hang on a second. I want to just look at 

some of the buildilng blocks you talked about- Bernie 

Wood. What is this indication that perhaps what we need is a 

comprehensive treaty with the US - what's that mean. 

WOOD: Well, in fact that's not coming through quite 

as strongly here. They're talking about the multilateràl 
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interests Canada has in an open international economic system and 

that comes through very strongly. The sense they do see the stronger, 

more solid across the board linkage with the US as a 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 stronger and I don't 

buy that. I don't think you can say there is necessarily such 

a 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. 	don't say it but 

they should, I think, with other middle powers to strengthen that 

international system. And a number of others - on the security - 

side it goes wider. They don't go quite 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 diplomatic 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 Stephen Clarkson is saying 

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

cemented a new kind of relationship with the US first...and that... 
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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, ending the NEP, saying that acid 

rain isn't, you know, such a big problem, and that I think is the 

basic shift and everything else is going to be just, I think verbiage 

because it's a very fundamental change. 

GRAY: 	 Are there things noticeably missing from this paper? . 

WOOD: 	 Yeah I think with the emphasis that  cames  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 question and there are things that 
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Canada can be doing there, you know, putting more Canadians in 

those organizations, backing them um 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 keem on doing that we'll be drawn into the kind of confrontation 

tactics that others have taken. 

CLARKSON: 	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 despit:e American resistance, for instance,. about control 

of our Maritime boundaries and in the Arctic, our participation 

in the economim summit since 1975 and in being a fairly major aid 

dànor... 

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 commetitiveness 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  teins,  then we're not going to be very 

powerful in the world. But the other one they cite I think is 

much less convincing which is military power. There they harp 

back of course to the immediate post war period and say in relation 

to that what we . don't have...what we had now, I think that is not 

a very creative approach to saying even in security terms in the 

world what can Canada contribute. And I 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 seems to be going on in Ottawa. There 

are an awful lot of other reviews, are there not? I mean there's 

Erik Nielsen in general, there are other External Affairs reviews, 

Trade Minister 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 

strategy about what to do when it got power. It had a terrific 

election strategy but once in office on September the 4th it didn't 

have a clear definition of what its goals were. So I guess what 

they're doing is buying time but the risk is that, as you say, 

with all these other reviews taking place and apparently the  military 
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paper will come out of the white paper, in other words as firm 

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

quite a lot of overlap and even conflict between them. 

WOOD: 	 Yeah I tend to agree on that point Stephen, that 

I think there is some artificiality of the situation, 

that the defence decisions, many more of them have been taken. 

The 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 and trends because in a sense you could 

be le -à:c 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 paper, he's trying 

to effect policy in other reviews, in other places? 

WOOD: 	 He says in this one on South Africa, for examole, 

. they come down saying well, You know, do we gain 

more or less by isolating South Africa, that kind of question which 

in the US context now would be seen as the merits or problems of 

constructed engagement. I think that they should be in a hurry 

to go further than that and do better than that and the fact that 

he has talked to...in recent weeks about something else (inaudible) 
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may be a recognition that they realize there just isn't enough 

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? 

CLARXSC: 	I don't know what went on in the policy paper 

drafting process, it ebviously 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, sô it could be that this was emasculated at various 

stages. But you know we've seen much worse in that regard in the 

past and much of what was in the Trudeau foreign policy reviews 

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

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

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

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

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

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 

:=1.Ltician • ith 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 usurped in the political process. So I think it will hopefully 

generaaa Lzme 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: 	Okay Elizabeth. 

GRAY: 	 Bye-bye. 

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

Stephen Clarkson is a political economist. 

****** 
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do the saying for awhile. 

GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY 

, 

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

first time since 1970 that the government has Undértaken 

a broad review of foreign policy. With me is the RightJionourable 

Joe Clark, Secretary of State for External Affairs. 

Mr. Clark, it's nice to keep asking .Canadians how _ 

they feel about every topic, what do you wantto - d&with this job? 

- 
Reportedly you wanted this post very much, yoù must think that 

Canada should say something in the world and:that you'd like to 

JOE CLARK: 	I think that -7there-  Was  a very valuable Canadian 

tradition that -became identified with Lester Pearson 

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

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

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

'us back on tcy'l--at track. Now we have to do it at a time when 

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

Nations‘pr the relatively simple international economy that Mr. 

,- Ipearson and C.D. Howe were involved in, it's a very different world. 
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CBC: 	 A lot of the foreign policy activists who come here 

to Ottawa to this Office to lobby you think they 

see in you a kindred spirit, that you want to be bold, as they 

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

CLARK: 	Oh, I'm given 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 question, we don't. But...end we've disagreed 

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

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

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

any chance to influence them on some other things, we lose that. 

And so I suppose my instinct to be bold, that people might think 

they say, is going to be moderated by that cautious desire to be 

effective as well. 

CBC: 	 But they're already saying that your Green Paper 

could have been issued by the Minister of Finance 

or by the Minister of International Trade. They think it's about 

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: 	 Oh, 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? 

of people want to know what you're going to 

do about SDI. You've said that the government is going to have 

to make a decision whether or not we're partici4pating in that research 

or not... 

CLARK: 	 Can 	 come to that... 

CBC: 	 ...That's a terrible hot potatoe, how are you going 

to handle it? 

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

there's no question that that is an influence, that 

that is an emphasis that we have deliberately brought in. If you 

want to talk about 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  flow  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 question of SDI is very important in that context. 

I... 	are uoing  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 question but... 

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

a policy statement. 

CLARK: 	 No, because we're looking at exactly what the invitation 

means to us. We want to know, for example, if this 

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

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

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

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

is whether Canada is going to be content with speaking or is going 

to 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 

arc 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. 

1/4:BC: i.nsn 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 youto establish an 

enibassy in Managua immediately, they want you to lead the fight 

on disinvestment in South Africa. They want you to force that 

government to change its apartheid policies. They don't think 

you should be talking about trade. 

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

two questions - 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 hep.  It'would 

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

in which we're engaged in in Nicaragua. 

CBC: 	 Is part of your problem and part of your reason 

for launching this Green Paper process not that 

you don't know what any number of Canadians feel about these issues, 

but that all Canadians don't feel anywhere near the same way? 

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

of that. One of the most... 

CBC: 	 Are you conceding that this is a very divisive area? 

CLARK: 	No, I don't think it is particularly divisive. 

I think...in fact I think the problem for foreign 

policy in the past has been to get an audience in Canada. I think 

that's been the problem. I have a view that is perhaps not widely 

shared, we'll see... I have a view that we've turned a quite important 

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, a less lively 

danger now than it used to be. It may be that now that we no longer 

have the unifying 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: 	 1‘:c, just a second now... 

CBC: 	 ...the Democrats and Republicans seem to like 

quiet 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...you know, 

you look back at...we tend to look at Lester Pearson, to take that 

example; in terms of...from a distance he didn't do great things, 

he 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. Thcse things don't happen with a sudden swoop, they do 

hempen gradually. 

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

travel abroad? The...one Fleet Street daily 
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CBC: What are those limits? 

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 

tough for a Canadian to recognize, when you have the responsibility, 

ls that there are some very near limits to what we can do and that 

what makes sense... 

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 do and it's countries like ours that 

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

free of 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 it judiciously. 

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

could we be... 

CLARK: 	ie:e're too preoccupied 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 the country is much less preoccupied with Uncle Sam as someone 

who's trying to dominate us. I think that they are worried about 

drawing near to power because there's always a danger that you'll 

lose your influence and identity there. 

CBC: 	 Mr. Clark, thank you so much. 

CLARK: 	 Thank you. 

****** 
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ENTREVUE AVEC JOE CLARK 

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 dàris_le public 
- 

la discussion relative aux intérêts du pays dans le mcindé-.. Le livre 

vert prétend ne rien trancher mais déjà dans sa façorCde-poser les 

problèmes il indique dans quelles directions il  fatit ..chercher les 

réponses. Les réponses aux questions de sécui-ité:par exemple, pas 

question de bousculer les engagements du pays : dans Norad dans l'OTAN. 

- Surtout les réponses aux questions économiques au coeur des préocupa- 

tions du ministre, la position concurrentiel du Canada et sa dépendance 

très grande part rapport au m,a'r'ché,américain qui observe plus des 

3/4 de nos exportations et ojui pourrait éventuellement se refermer 

si on en croit les clameurs .gui émanent du congrès américain. Le 

ministre Joe C1ark_n6us - a accordé une interview ce matin à Montréal. 

REPORTER: 4.-:-Mcfinsieur Clark est-ce qu'on se trompe si on lit à 

-1' travers ce document que vous avez publié, ce livre 

- 
vert tout au long de ce document une sorte de peur d'une régurgence 

dutprotect- ionisme américain? 
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CLARK: 	 Oh! oui. Je crois que ça c'est une préoccupation des 

canadiens mais aussi des autres pays qui cherchent un 

système de commerce international beaucoup plus ouvert et c'est pour 

cette raison que nous devons agir avec nos partenaires pour établir un 

système international qui marche. Mais aussi prendre les actions 

précises canadiennes pour nous protéger contre les actions spécifiques 

que les américains, je crois que la meilleure solution sera d'avoir 

un accord international qui peut inclure les américains et c'est ça 

notre objectif primaire. 

REPORTER: 	Mais de toute manière nous les canadiens pourrions 

arriver avec les américains'à des accords bi-latéraux 

en la matière commerciale. 

CLARK: 	 Nous pouvons en effet et nous avons les accords bi-latéraim 

de deux sortes. Nous avons les accorde formels comme 

avec le pacte d'auto, Auto Pact (?) et nous avons et'c'est bien important 

l'accord personnel entre monsieur Reagan et monsieur Mulroney en ce 

qui concerne la protection mutuelle de'nos intérêts. Mais ça c'est 

une question de personnalité, c'est une question d'un régime dans un 

domaine spécifique et le grave danger maintenant avec le protectionisme 

qui existe aux Etats-Unis et que ça peut toucher dans l'avenir les 

secteurs canadiens qui n'étaient pas touchés par le passé. Quand nous 

parlons des relations économiques avec les Etats-Unis c'est bien 

important d'entendre es deux mots que nous avons utilisés. Un était 

d'élargir notre commerce mais l'autre c'est protéger notre accès qui 

existe et c'est ça qui est peut-être le plus important dans le domaine, 

dans la perspective des emplois canadiens. 
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REPORTER: 	Notre grand client quand il s'agit d'exportations se 

sont les américains. C'est une question d'ordre majeur, 

la libre échange avec les américains pour nous c'est un objectif là 

à moyen terme pour les conservateurs, est-ce que pour passer au plan 

politique la marge d'indépendance politique du Canada est plus grande 

dans votre esprit ou moins grande si nous arrivons à ce libre échange? 

CLARK: 	 Une petite précision. Ce n'est pas un libre échange 

comme tel que nous sommes en train de discuter. Ça 

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

rela -:ions commerciales avec les Etats-Unis. En ce qui concerne 

l'indépendance, la marge de manoeuvre du Canada, je crois que nous 

pouvons la garder même l'élargir pour deux ra4ons si je peux les 

stipuler. La première est que je crois que nous avons noter au Canada 

pendant la dernière décennie une croissance dans le sens de l'identité 

sens de confiance canadienne en ce qui concerne le monde mais aussi 

en particulier en ce qui concerne les Etats-Unis. Deuxième chose, 

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

parlons bien sur des Etats-Unis mais nous parlons aussi d'une plus 

grande montre que juste les Etats-Unis et mime 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... 

Diversifier c'est peut-être l'objectif à long terme 

mais à court terme monsieur Clark je reviens là-dessus 

... 4 
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c'est très important pour nous les Etats-Unis sur le plan économique 

sur le plan des échanges commerciaux tellement qu'on se demande et 

e refi;ins ma question portant sur l'indépendance ou la marge de 

l'indépendance politique du Canada, qu'on se demande si au fond votre 

gouvernement ne va pas tout faire, aller peut-être jusqu'à la servilité 

pour ne pas offenser les américains. 

CLARK: 	 L'accusation est souvent faite. C'est naturel, la preuve 

est au contraire et je pense par exemple des certaines 

questions immédiates, questions d'aujourd'hui, la plus prominante c'est 

la zuc.:7:on du Nicaragua, où les américains ont pris une position 

nous sommes contre, nous avons indiqué que nous sommes contre, et plus 

que ça nous avons indiqué que nous n'avons aucune intention de respecter 

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

le Nicagarua continueront, madame Monique Vézina, ministre des Relations 

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

chose et une chose bien importante parce que pour les américains, les 

questions d'amérique latine est bien claire. Deuxième chose petit 

exemple important l'UNESCO. Les américains ont quitté l'UNESCO nous 

sommes maintenant en pleine activité de renforcer l'UNESCO. C'est 

de petites choses mais la vie c'est une combinaison de petites choses 

et je crois que s'il y a eu une sévélité (?) en ce qui concerne les 

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

d'autres questions ne sera pas là. C'est délicat, c'était toujours 

délicat. Ça ce n'est pas une question de politique c'est une question 

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

qui peut prendre compte premièrement de notre indépendance, souverainneté 

... 5 
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et deuxièmement des réalités 'géographiques qui existent. 

REPORTER: 	Vous avez soulevez par ailleurs la question du Nicaragua 

vous dites là-dessus nous tenons une position quand 

même fort différente de celle des Etats-Unis, j'en conviens jusqu'à 

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

l'aide au tiers monde. Est-ce que le Canada sur ce plan là n'est pas 

un peu hypocrite, c'est-à-dire que les façons que nous avons de 

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

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

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

_açons de faj_re de façon à ce que sa profite davantage justement au 

tiers monde .  qu'on prétend aider? 

I. 

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

soulever c'est important. Ce n'est pas urgent mais 

c'est le genre de question importante mais pas urgente où j'espère là 

que je crois que le comité parlementarie peut nous donner pas justes 

les réactions des députés, des commentateurs qui étaient préoccupés 

pendant des années avec les questions comme ça 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 que mes bureaucrates, mes fonctionnaires ont prévu 

et je crois que ça indique qu'il y a une clientèle pour les questions 

internationales qui sont beaucoup plus vaste que nous avons pensé du 

passé et ce que 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 

... 6 



de leur pays. 

REn=n: 	On :mus fait une dernière question monsieur Clark on 

pourrait peut-être 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 questions économiques par exemple, d'autre part 

des décisions majeures seraient prises comme celle de se ranger derrière 

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

Deux choses là, les gouvernements doivent prendre les 

décisions, rien de nouveau là. Les gouvernements doivent 

toujours prendre les décisions. La chose nouvelle c'est prendre les 

décisions c'est les discussions avec le public. Ça 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 là? 

CLARK: 	 Oui mais j'ai dit, j'ai démontré clairement que quand 

monsieur Weinberger a établi un échéance j'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 évoqué à savoir, l'initiative de 

défense stratégique, la guerre des étoiles comme on dit communément, 

est-ce qu'on a les moyens de dire non aux américains nous les canadiens? 

• . • 7 
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CLARK: 	 Oui nous avons les décisions, la décision n'était pas 

prise du tout. 

REPORTER: 

CLARK: 

REPORTER: 

Est-ce que nous sommes capable ... 

Nous sommes capable, oui.. 

De prendre les distances? 

CLARK: 	 Oui nous sommes capable, la décision sera faite sur nos 

dans nos propres intérêts avec notre propre «time table» 

et nous sommes en train maintenant premièrement d'identifier les intérêts 

canadiens, si oui ou non il y a un grand avantage technologique, oui ou 

non, si oui ou non il y a une importance stratégique, nous n'avons pas 

les détails jusqu'au moment c'est pour cette raison que nous avons un 

fonctionne mal (?) à Ottawa, à Washington, mais la question est si un 

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

• est oui. 

* * * * * 
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ENTREVUE AVEC JOE CLARK 

REPORTER: Et monsieur Clark vous avez une fillette de 8 
-- 

ça fait fait déjà un bon moment qu'elle a passé laphase ' 

du non, est-ce que ça a été difficile? 

CLARK: C'était assez difficile que j'avais vOyagé -beaucoup, 

puis c'était un problème pour Maureen mais ça c'est 

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

'e  temps et elle est là pour les périodes diffi iles. 
1. 

REPORTER: 	Alors notre invité vous l'avez vu le très honorable 
. 	\ 

Joe Clark qui:fut\ premier ministre du Canada de mai 

'79 à février '80. L'autoMhe dernier il devenait secrétaire d'état 

aux affaires extérieures dans le cabinet Mulroney et hier'il proposait 
- 

aux canadiens un livre vert sur les affaires extérieures du Canada 

et nous l'avonsite'Çil est avec nous ce soir: Soyez le bienvenu 
N.„ 

monsieur Clark. --.C'est par ce livre vert est-ce que vous n'êtes pas 

en prêt de ncius'Jtlivrer pieds et poings liés aux américains? 
\4è 

Plutat je crois que c'est bien clair dans la propositinn 

que nous avons mis sur la table du parlement et première- 
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ment que nous avons maintenant une occasion pour une discussion publique 

de nos options et ça c'est nécessaire pour garder contre les tendances 

du gouvernement, mais l'autre chose c'est que je crois que le message 

essentiel pour les canadiens et que nous avons une nécessité de déb...(?) 

nos relations commerciales avec tout le monde, l'Amérique bien sûr, 

mais nous au moins nous pensons que probablement les relations les plus 

importante dans le contexte de présence économique 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 que le 

livre escamote des aspects assez . importants, l'initia-

z-ve de défense stratégique par exemple, deux paragraphes, un paragraphg 

sur l'Amérique latine, une page sur l'Amérique latine, et deux pages 

sur l'aide au tiers-monde de développement. 

CLARK: 	 Mais ce n'était pas un document pour les intellectuels 

comme toi. Les problèmes importants par exemple et 

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

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

vert qui était moins large, moins encyclopégique qui peut intéresser 

engager l'intérêt des citoyens. En ce qui concerne la question de nos 

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

sur l'Amérique latine, je crois que ça la relation était bien indiquée 

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

où 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 
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dépend de sa force économique. 

CLARK: 	 Bien sûr. 

REPORTER: 	C'est surtout ça? Alors justement est-ce que vous ne 

vous placez pas par cette demande à la mercie des 

-  américains. Est-ce que cette petite résistance qu'on a à 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. Ils sont 

un pays beaucoup plus puissant que nous. Ça c'est une réalité. Nous 

avons les emplois canadiens qui seront affectés par les développements 

aux Etats-Unis. Mais je crois que la chose à souligner est que nous 

avons un autre monde aussi et c'est là où nous avons, nous n'avons pensé 

assez de progrès, 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 que nous avons des problèmes. Il y en a aussi 

avec le Japon, avec les autres pays du Pacifique, des îles. Je crois 

que dans le passé peut-étre nous avons trop de préoccupations avec les 

Etats-Unis et nous avons perdu une perspective sur le monde. C'est 

dans le monde que nous devons être actif, le monde entier, les Etats-

Unis et plus que ça. 

REPORTER: 	Oui mais il est question dans le livre vert de suprimer 

les barrières protectionnistes. On veut qu'il y ait 

une sorte de libre-échange avec les américains. Mais dans la mesure 

où vous accordez ça monsieur Clark vous pensez pas que on va vous imposer 

... 4 
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ce que l'on veut en matière de défense, que ça va un peu ensemble? 

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

à faire une distinction entre les politiques que le 

Canada est persuadé d'accepter par les américains et les politiques 

qu'on veut accepter parce que nous, canadiens, appuis les mimes perspec-

tives, les mêmes valeurs que les américains. Et je crois que au moins 

pour la période dont vous citez le ministre au gouvernement, les déci-

sions que nous avons pris par exemple avec le système du Grand Nord, 

le système de radars dans le Grand Nord, ça c'était dans l'intérét 

canadien, c'était pour protéger nos propres intérêts pas pour servir 

les intéréts des américains. 

REPORTER: 	Il n'en reste pas moins que l'on constate que sur les 

grandes décisions importantes, vous venez d'invoquer 

NORAD (?), l'OTAN, on peut parler des Nations-Unies, là pas possibilité 

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

au développement peut-être à l'égard du Nicaragua, une petite dissidence, 

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

CLARK: 	 Ah mais il y a une question de base ici et ça touche 

les fins d'une politique étrangère d'un pays. Est-ce 

que notre raison d'être c'est de donner, de cacher d'exprimer notre 

opinion, ou est-ce que notre raison d'être c'est d'agir? Je crois 

que nous avons une obligation de voir l'impact sur les évènements 

et nous ne sommes pas une super-puissance, nous ne sommes pas la puissance 

de l'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 les plus vont changer les choses qui sont peut-être petites. 

Peut-être l'UNESCO c'est petit. Peut-être Nicaragua c'est petit mais 

c'est les petites choses où nous pouvons faire le progrès où le Canada 

a traditionnellement jouer un rôle important. 

REPORTER: 	Mais est-ce que vous, par cette démarche, n'amener pas 

le Canada a jouer un rôle moins important que sous 

Pierre-Elliot Trudeau? 

CLARK: 	 Je crois que c'est bien parti pour nous de jouer un 

rôle en effet plus important paràe qu'il y aura je crois 

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

REPORTER: 	Oui mais les réserves exprimées par exemple à /'égard 

des systèmes de défense, vous disiez que c'était pour 

les intellectuels mais c'est quand même quelque chose qui pourrait se 

concrétiser. 

CLARK: 	 C'est ça et nous devons prendre une décision nous-même 

et nous sommes en train de considérer tous les facteurs 

et la décision canadienne sera prise par nous dans notre intérêt. 

Souvent notre intérêt est le même que l'intérêt des américains. Monsieur 

Weinberger quand il a donné l'invitation la première fois établir l'échéan-

ce, nous avons dit non nous n'acceptons pas l'échéance 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 évidemment surtout sur les 

questions commerciales, le sénat a passé trois ans à 
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étudier ces questions de libre échanges, la commission McDonald j'ai 

suivi ces travaux à une certaine époque, la commission McDonald va 

faire des rapports là-dessus. Pourquoi réétudier ga à nouveau? 

CLARK: • 	Parce que je crois que c'est essentiel d'étudier ces 

questions commerciales dans le contexte de politiques 

étrangères. Je crois que s'il y a quelque chose qui est non-traditionnel 

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

naison des facteurs économiques et des facteurs politiques parce que 

je crois que nous ne pouvons pas avoir une politique internationnal 

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

une compréhension des forces économiques. 

REPORTER: 	Mais il n'y a pas là de votre part, si vous permettez, 

une stratégie de diversion, c'est-à-dire on discute 

des questions économiques pendant que, comme vous le disiez tout.  à 

l'heure, on décide à propos du bouclier de l'espace, on décide à 

propos des accords bi-latéraux? 

CLARK: 	 Je dois faire le point que.clest pas .  nouveau pour un 

gouvernement faire les décisions. Les gouvernements 

doivent toujours faire les décisions. Ce qui est nouveau et que il 

y aura occasion pour le public d'être parti des décisions et bien sûr 
_ 

se sera nécessaire de faire pour nous de faire certaines décisions 

avant la fin du rapport en ce qui concerne les ....(?) de défense 

stratégiques, en ce qui concerne autres questions. Mais il y aura 

plusieurs d'autres questions importantes, questions qui'touchent la 

francophonie, questions qui touchent l'Amérique latine, questions qui 
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touchent «the organization of american state» des choses comme ça 

qui peuvent être étudier par le comité parlementaire et qui peut 

donner aux citoyens pour la première fois une occasion de assister 

dans l'élaboration des fins de politiques canadiennes. 

REPORTER: 	Oui mais avec votre majorité en Chambre est-il prévisible 

que les comités puissent énoncés des politiques diffé-

rentes de celles du gouvernement. 

CLARK: 	 Oui prévisible et souhaitable et essentiel. Parce que 

ne partie c'est une moyenne à démontrer la force du 

parlement. Comme vous le savez depuis longtemps j'ai fait le cas que 

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, ça prend de la coopréation d'autres partis mais j'ai 

dit hier, après la déclaration du politique, j'ai déclaré mon intention 

d'agir sur un bon nombre des recommandations si je suis d'accord ou 

non parce que je crois que ça c'est le seul moyen de renforcer notre 

système parlementaire. 

REPORTER: 	Deux des principaux problèmes soulignés par le livre 

vert, c'est-à-dire le commerce international, la défense 

échappent un peu à votre compétence. C'est pas un peu embêtant ça? 

CLARK: 	 Echappent de ma compétence en ce sens que, 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- 
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tence. 

REPORTER: 	Et ça ne montre pas que le ministère 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 râle du ministère des affaires extérieures. Je suis en train 

de changer ça. 

REPORTER: 

CLARK: 

Merci bien monsieur Clark. 

Merci. 

* * * * * 
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‘ee CTV: 	 The government's green paper on foreign poli 

asks a lot more questions than it answers.methough 
Ni.e5 

a document is intended to be a discussion paper some gritics`maintain 

om the' 

and by Pauline 

Jewett, External Affairs critic for the brew,Deaocratic Party. Good 
'Nee 

morning to you both. 

CHRETIEN: 

CTV: 

was released ab 

Qlee4  it, the torte:,0% 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,:. 

.• .2 

that the paper is simply a way to divert attenti 

issues at hand. This morning in our Ottawa 

by Jean Chretien, Liberal External Affairs 

Good morning 

Mr. ChAtienWI'd like to being with you. There 

el‘efeul lot of speculation before the paper 
"re 

t it would... what would be contained in 
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is the animal 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 investrPnt 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 Mx. Clark just prior 

to this interview with you and he said that yes in fact on several 

...3 
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issues, on several questions decisions will be made prior to this 

consultation process wrapping up, but he says there are an awful 

lot more broader questions that Canadians have a right to have 

input onto. 

CHRETIEN: 	Yeah, but, but you know the problem is that what 

is... you know the issue to discuss the participation 

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

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

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

ls trade wit:-L 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. 

•••4 
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CHRETIEN: 	And I think that, you know, Madame Jewett said 

yesterday that she would probably not participate 

and I think that it's a good tactics. For me, I will want to talk 

with my caucus leader later on this morning, but there is one factor, 

if we could, you know, through pressure change the agenda and have 

the public hearing right away, on Star Wars, I think that it's 

exactly what the public would like to have, but I don't think we'll 

get that and I doubt that you know, that it's adviseable for us 

to give a crediblity that... what it is in fact a problem of the 

Tories that they want to keep their members busy and have them 

travelling, with the number we are we cannot afford to be away 

from the House of Commons. 

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, but 

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. 

...5 
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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 

MI. 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 

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... 

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 personal wish would be that the government would 

say, well they're right, we haven't had any participation from 

the public on this incredible Star Wars doctrine, the opposition 

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

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

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

they're in... 

CTV: 	 Do you really think they will Miss Jewett? 

JEWETT: 	Well, you know, it seems to me that they have to be 

the first to agree that there hasn't been any really 

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

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

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

for example. 

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

Star Wars is when the president Reagan decided to 

move unilaterally, you know there was an NATO agreement and a policy 

called the two-track policy. One morning President Reagan, you 

know, get up on the stage and sid it's no more the two track policy, 

I have the ultimate defensive tool., And he put it in the window. 

Without consultation with anybody. At that time, in the House 

of Comnons the three parties, my party:the Liberal Party under 

Mr. Trudeau, the Tory Party under Mr. Mulroney and the NDP Party 

.••7 



7 

said we don't think that we are all against Star Wars, it's an 

escalation. It was unanimity. Come President Reagan, push on 

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

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

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

I'm completely agreement with Pauline on that, we need public participa-

tion. The rest is a joke, you know and to have members travelling, 

that's the one thing. The fundamental problem like that have to 

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

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 tha 

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 nothing 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 

Affairs. It's when we decided that the priority of our External 

Affairs policies were to be more oriented to trade. So what I say 

today, it's what had been done two years ago. Of course we have 

to keep studying and improving on.that if we can, but the problem 

is they ask us to participate in a debate, when we all know that 

...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 

time and it is a time of decision. There was many committees on 

that. It's not true that it is the first time that the Canadian 

public can participate in trade discussion. This is going on since 

years. 

CTV: 	 Miss Jewett, would you agree that on this issue, 

on increasing trade, freer trade with the U.S. that 

this has left a question in the newspaper, than let's say more 

of a policy? 

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

be either a (inaudible) of free trade with the United 

States in certain sectors or more likely a comprehensive trade 

agreement. The real problem with getting a comprehensive free 

trade agreement is political. There are lots of parts of this 

country that are very fearful for the future of Canadian industry 

in such an agreement and it's a regional division, it's a division 

within parties, it's a very tough political decision. But we've 

had an incredible amount, unlike the Star Wars question, we've 

had just an incredible amount of input. Do you know there was 

a committee of the Senate that sat for three years studying Canaclian 

and American trade and the feasibility of a comprehensive trade 

agreement. There's been the MacDonald inquiry which is reporting 

...9 
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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. 

:LWEIÏ: 	 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 

CTV: 

of doing so. 

Thank you, we'll be right back. 

***** 
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MINA/ 	 GLOBAL TV - NATIONAL NEWS 
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, 
nmni 	 the government's Green Paper on inter- 

CPD 	 national relations. 
SCl/  
Mikkelborg 	JB: 	The Green Paper is really a 'gray paper', 

Leblanc
_ 

- 	 in cover and content. In forty-three pages 

SCS/ 	 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. 

The External Affairs Minister is hoping his 
paper will stimulate discussion in the country. He 
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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 moan. 

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 

years. It has come up with about fifty questions on 
a wide range of issues. The questions are to be 
presented to the public at year-long hearings by a 
joint Commons-Senate committee. The problem is that 
the answers to some of the questions will be needed 
long before the hearings end. Pamela Wallin reports. 

PW: 	The government promised a review of foreign 
policy. What it delivered was a statement 

on defence and trade and according to Clark, the new 
emphasis at External Affairs will be, what's in it for 
US. 
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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 questions 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 KirsclAerg 
Media Relatiob4 Officer 
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CBC: 	The four western premiers have called for a 
common market with the United States. 

Their announcement came a few moments ago at a news 
conference in Grand Prairie, Alberta, at the end of 
their two-day conference. On the line is our 
reporter, John Murphy. 

John, how did this decision come about? 

JM: 	Well, Bob, the premiers, or the provinces 
of British Columbia, Alberta, and Saskat-

chewan have been talking about the idea of a free 
trade zone with the States for years in effect. At 
this conference it was Premier Lougheed of Alberta 
who was the driving force behind thidagenda issue, 
agenda item. He was the lead man on 7it, if you 
want. He was the one who suggested that perhaps it's 
time for a comprehensive.common market. arrangement. 
That's what they're cal1ing it - a common market. 
But Lougheed himself says when you hear common 
market, think free trade. It's the same thing. He 
wants to see Canada and the U.S. have long term 
access to each others markets with no barriers, no 
quotas, no restrictions at all - a straight free 
trade pact. 

• 
CBCi 	John, going into this, Premier Pawley of 

Manitoba was concerned about the loss of 
jobs that free trade might create. 	 1 - 

JM: 	Yes, there's a provision, a kicker, in this 
that says that where jobs are threatened by 

the new trading arrangement, then provisions for an 
extensive period of adjustment - those are the 
terms - a period of adjustment, will have to be made 
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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? 

JN: 	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'll 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. 

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. 

RK: 	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 negotiations 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. 
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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 campetitive. 

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. 

RI: 	Quebec tried an inward-looking policy under 
the PO 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. 

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

CBOF: Livre vert sur la politique extérieure canadienne, «rave- -- 

nir du Canada passe par les Etats-Unis. Notre.invité 

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

des Affaires extérieures. Le document présenté par moiràleur. Clark 

étudie principalement deux axes de la politique extérieure canadienne, 

la sécurité et la compétitivité et il met l'accent/Surtout sur la 

compétitivité c'est-à-dire sur la capacité porur'le'Canada de se mainte- ( 	- 	. 

nir dans la course des pays industrialisés. 'Monsieur Weiner, est-ce que 

ça veut dire que sans points économiques, Ie:Canada n'a pratiquement 

aucun point politique dans le monde? 

WEINER: 	 On ne veut 'pas: dirè ça. Vraiment le papier ce n'est 

pas une: . analysé de nos relations où les problèmes écono- 
_ _ 	- 

miques. C'est une sérié de questions que monsieur Clark veut consulter 

les canadiens. ,Ça . touChe peut-être une dizaine de sujets, on a peut-être 

50 questions . 

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

ment un document assez neutre, du reste se sont les 

critiques qui sont formulées ce matin à son sujet, mais en 
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lisant tout de même à travers les lignes on s'aperçoit que monsieur 

Clark veut dire que pour que le Canada rattrape son retard économique 

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

C'est bien ça? 

WEINER: 	Mais nous sommes déjà impliqués comme vous le savez 

peut-être les trois quarts de nos commerces sont 

canado-américain. Il y a toujours des éléments protectionistes qui 

s'enlèvent aux Etats-Unis et chaque fois qu'ils essaient d'imposer 

peut-âtre des tarifs sur les Japonnais ça peut causer un enlèvement 

du travail ici au Canada. Alors c'est toujours question sur laquelle 

on doit se pencher. Mais en même temps monsieur Clark a dit qu'il y - a 

peut-ètre des autres marchés qui faut faire une attention particulière 

notamment l'Asie, le Japon et c'est une manière de dire aux canadiens 

on doit penser sur tous les sujets d'une manière à trouver uné position 

pour le Canada. Nos ressources naturelles auparavant étaient peut-ètre 

assez pour  nous apporter, pour réussir, maintenant il faut faire plus 

il faut être compétitif pour assurer notre sécurité. 

CBOF: 	 Mais en ce qui concerne les Etats-Unis étant donné que 

c'est fait effectivement avec les Etats-Unis que 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 libéralisatior 

du commerce avec les Etats-Unis? 

WEINER: 	Ah! je n'ai aucune idée si ces préjugés, comme vous le 

savez on avait des commissions, des études, monsieur 

McDonald vient de compléter un travail avec une commission. Ce qu'on 

...3 
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dit, vous avez élu un gouvernement récemment le 4 septembre avec une 

grande majorité, un gouvernement qui a dit on va faire des consultaticns — 

avec nos citoyens et on veut écouter ce que les citoyens vont nous 

Nous savons que si de grandes portions, nous avons faits peut-être 

154 milliards d'échanges entre les deux pays, ça veut dire que c'est 

assez important et c'est très difficile de remplacer ça alors on dit 

aux canadiens faites une étude de ça, peut-être faite d'autres recherches 

où on peut trouver des autres marchés parce que pour survivre aujourd'hui 

il faut trouver tous ces moyens en même temps. 

CBOF: 	 Mais monsieur Weiner il y a des décisions qui vont être 

prises avant la fin de la consultation sur ce livre vert 

qui va se terminer en mai '86, alors plusieures décisions vont devoir 

être prises sur le plan commercial, sur le plan de la défense, est-ce 

que cela ne signifie pas que la consultation est factis en quelque 

sorte puisque les décisions vont déjà être prises? 

WEINER: 	Vous avez bien raison de demander ça à un gouvernement 

qui est élu, la nécessité d'agir de continuer de faire 

marcher le travail du gouvernement. Je suis complètement à l'aise 

dans la consultation on a toujours la possibilité de commencer d'agir 

aussi vite qu'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 arrière, mais je suis très clair 

que c'est une chance ouverte pour tous les canadiens de venir discuter 

avec un groupe parlementaire qui vont visiter un peu partout notre pays 

et vous savez que c'est la première fois peut-être depuis 15 années 

qu'on a un gouvernement canadien qui a entrepris une telle discussion. 

...4 
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CBOF: 	 Mais est-ce que le but d'une telle discussion se n'est 

pas de préparer les esprits? 

WEINER: 	 Non, non, non, je ne pense pas. 

CBOF: 	 Etant donné que des décisions vont être prises avant 

la fin de la consultation... 

WEINER: 	 On peut faire des décisions en marchant parce qu'on a 

l'obligation de continuer de gouverner le pays mais 

3"7"3i vous allez voir que on va avoir des possibilités de réagir si 

cr.cst:: e.:. t bien prononcé ou de peut-âtre à la fin de la discussion 

de réévaluer et de prendre peut-âtre  une autre position, parce que ce 

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

cn veut une discussion sur tous les sujets. 

CBOF: 	 Merci monsieur Weiner. 

***** 
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CBC : 	The discussion paper on Canada's foreign policy 

tabled in the House of Commons yesterday. by 

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark is provoking a emixed 

reaction from interested observers. John Segler is-a-: 
- 

Professor of international studies'at Carleton University. He 
f.  

says that Clark's paper tends to take a(vieZT'cif"Canada's role 

- in the world that is much too narrow. -- 
I 

SELGER : The title of th&Canadian government's new green 
; 

Paper on foreign - policy, Competitiveness and 

Security, tells much about its content. We are far from the 

vision of the Pearscin internalist years when Canadian diplomats 

played an active rol'e . in'a host of international institutions 

devoted to the develbpment of a viable international community. 

The focusin-this paper is on Canadian national interests. 

And theyfare'only definedd-as maintaining Canada's economic 

cOiripètitiveness in world markets and in enhancing our security 

byçstréngthening our military commitments. The international 
77.q 

enirironment is denicted as unfriendly and increasingly threatening. 
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The causes listed are man".  Increased rivalry among the 

world's leading industrial powers, the loss of our privileged 

nature resource position due to third world commetition, Moscow's 

relentless military buildup in pursuit of its ideological 

and Political  goals and the weakness of the U.N. due to 

changes in membership. 

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. 

Among theuorld's  rections,  priority is given to 

Europe because that is where east and west meet in direct 

military confrontation. But the raper suggests greater 

emmhasis be placed on protection of Canadian sovereignty. The 

hidden agenda throughout this document seems to be the strenathening 

of North America to face the threats of an.increasingly hostile 

world overseas. 

In the arguments for closer economic integration 

with the United States emphasis is on the need to move quickly 

in order to offset growina 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 internationally. 

It is tough-minded and pessimistic. 

Will the paper stimulate debate and oromote 

discussion? How motivational is the idea of Canada's self- 

./ 3 



interest as the princimle criteria for defining policy? Will 

fear of falling behind promote greater activity and effort? 

The document argues that we have lost influence because we 

have declined in world economic and rdlitary power. But 

influence to accomplish what? Manv observers have criticized 

the Reagan administration for its loss of vision in stressing 

American self-interest at the exnense 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 abandon their efforts, to 

:;uild a 	 of the reasonable which is even more 

necessary in an increasingly fragmented world? We can only 

home that answers to these fundamental  questions will  not be 

lost in the coming debate on the green paper. For Commetary, 

this is John Sigler in Ottawa. 
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(A) 
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 essential 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. 
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(B) 
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. 

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

PW: 	Ottawa has appointed civil servant Arthur Rroeger 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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CTV: 	The Canadian manufacturers attitude to free trade 
with the U.S. seems to be very straight forward 

Those who can compete, are for it, those who can't, are 
against it. Alec Docking found examples of both, in the 
Manitoba -garment industry, which turns out 15 percent of 
Cànadian garment production. 

AD: 	Bud Brownstone runs an automated computerized 
outerwear plant in Winnipeg, that he says can compete on 
an equal basis with any in the world, but he needs 
protection from imports .f rom  countries which pay workers 
only 15 to 20 cents an hour. Many Canadian industries 
have already disappeared he says because they didn't get 
protection. 

BB: 	The motorcycle industry is gone, the bicycle 
industry is gone, optics is gone, cameras  is gone, 
Ottawa deals would be g6ne Weren't not for the protection 
that they are getting. 	 • 

AD: 	While demanding protection on one hand, Brownstone 
is also a free trader as .long as the free trade is with 
the United States. 

BB: 	You are talking about free trade within an area 
where the cost components are roughly the same, so that 
the competition is fair ball. 

AD: 	But others think free trade with the U.S. has the 
potential for disaster. David Hughes Company manufactures 
a U.S. brand of jeans under. licence for the Canadian market. 
With free trade, the American jean plants would easily take 
over, leaving him and his workerè out in the:cold. 
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Réene Dodd 
Media Relations Officer 

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 
cleveloping 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 cookie 
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 back-sreading «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 something 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. 
Forèign Minister, Joe Clark, says he wants us to ponder these 
things, but there really isn'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. 

- - 
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Media Relations Officer 
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CBC: 	In the House of Commons today, opposition MPs 
ridiculed the government's decision to review Canada's 
foreign policy and they are still refusing to go along with 
it. The NDP and the liberal won't take part in the 
parliamentary committee hearing, not until the Tories promise 
to hold off making any deals with the United States on Star 
Wars and on Trade. David Halton reports. 

DH: 	When the opposition leaders went into the Commons 
this afternoon, they had already decided to threaten a 
boycott of the plan parliamentary committee on Canada's 
foreign policy. 

Why bother having a special committee, spending a 
year discussing the matters upon which the government has 
already made a decision. Why bother.. . 

CBC: 	Jean Chrétien pushed the same argument that the 
government would have made up its mind on two key decisions 
whether to join Star Wars-and what kind of trade deal to 
seek with the U.S. long before the committee report next 
year. 

JC: 	When they tell us that we will have a committee and 
at the same time they intend to make the decisions on a 
dai1y basis and making a farce of the participation of 
the Canadian public. 

! 
CBC: 	Chrétien and other opposition MPs got a scathing 
refusal from Deputy Minister, Erik Nielson, when they 
demanded that the government postpone decisicin on Star Wars 
and U.S. trade until the committee reports. 

EN: 	The world doesn't stand still while the parliamentary 
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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éjane Dodd 
Media Relations Officer 

JT: 	This committee obviously, is irrelevant and we don't 
intend to participate in irrelevant hearings across the country 
and comit in effect a fraud on the Canadian people that the two 
most important subjects on the agenda are not even open for 
discussion on this committee. 

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

CBC: 	But if the foreign policy committee is a mockery of 
parliament, the opposition parties themselves will be violating 
parliamentary tradition if they go ahead with the boycott. Its 
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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, t 

CBC : 	Earlier this week External Affairs MinIste%Joe 
(Keith Morrison) 

Clark released his long-awaited discussion, 

A . a paper on Canada's foreign policy. The paper onsi ers everything 

from free trade to questions of Canadian slipport,e ftbr President 

Reagan's star wars plan. But critics e.rgue the. government has 

already set the course of our foreign PkFy clearly in the 

direction of Washington and that .1he green paper is merely 
e 

a stalling action. 
ç. 

External Affaii:s Minister Joe Clark joins us now 

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

which is made faiiiy.eonstantly now since you presented the 

Nz N- green paper todiscuss foreign policy which thé criticism says 

has already_been made? 

cuRe : It is being made by the two opposition parties 

and I suppose that they have their political 

ireaàons for doing that. I hope that they won't hold to that 

../2 



1.1•1.8•0 

course because what they are doing is in the first instance 

denying Parliament the opportunity to discuss the broad range 

of foreign policy. Secondly, perhaps more importantly, they 

are denying that opportunity to the public of Canada which for 

the first time in history by the process we are proposing would 

- have a voice directly in foreian 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 immediately public discussion of 

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

in the strategic defence initiative. We could beain immediate:y 

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 green  paper 

certaialy 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 cuestion of SDI. What is at issue here is a narrow 

question as to whether or not Canada accepts an invitation to 
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take r.urt in the research under the SDI project. We got an 

expert in Washington  now trying to aet a precise definition 

of the invitation. He reports some time in June. 'fhat 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 : 	 If I can stop you there, and I don't take the 

thing away from you - but the fact is that the 

experts who are talking about SDI do not 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 from 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-zthe criticism is they have already been decided. 

CLARK : 	They 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 
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decisions require the final approval of the Prime Minister, as 

most decisions do, this is very much an open question. And 

return to what I was saying about SDI, the question  at issue 

now, the narrow auestion at issue has to do with whether or 

not we accept an invitation. te  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 

denying Canadians the right to give that kind of advice. 

CBC : 	 The NDP 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 

policy in the Liberal and the NDP Parties do not have enough 

confidence in their position that they do not want to hear from 

the public. Perhaps they would nrefer to be the people who 

spoke on those issues rather than letting the people of Canada 

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

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

afraid to take its own positions because, you know, 

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

../5 



CLARK : 	Oh no, I hear 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 

took 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 supmorted the 

concept of research into strategic defence initiatives, we 

took it. We are not ducking, we are taking decisions, we 

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

have got to go. ihanks very much. And 

appreciate your coming in to talk with us. 

CLARK 	Thank you. 

CBC : 	Midday will be back in a moment. 

***** 
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Saskatchewan, Grant Devine. Good morning Mr. 

DEVINE: 	Good morning Linda. 

In your communiquestè day you were calling for CTV: 
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INTERVIEW WITH GRANT DEVINE 

CTV: 	 The four western premiers have emerged from tiei 

annual conference calling for free trade W 
.‘e; 

United States and for reforms to the federal tax systgin. ITnis 
› 

morning from our Regina studio  we  are joined by Ine prèàiér of - 

a common marketAteet is the same thing, in your 

estimation as free trade,teis tnot? 

• 

re using the word common market because 

greNe4 an active model in the world today, the 

DEVINE: 

European C 

that 	iden 

'SG •  

et and people understand that. And they know 

of the nationalities within that market is very, 

ve but there is some definitive advantages. So we're 

éterninology 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 some 

time to have adjustment to the kinds of things that 

you might  se  E: 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 quo 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 they 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 
1 	 . 
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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 the 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 clostcd, 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. In 

that case not only do we not get 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 
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Mr. Pawley was suggesting. 

DEVINE: 	Well, I 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 

io 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 terns of that.. A pragmatic decision 

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  sensé, 

 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. 

When you're talking about adjustment Mr. Premier, 

are you talking about subsidies, that kind of thing? 

...5 
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DEVINE: 	Well, no, l'in  not talking about subsidies.  l'in  

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 terns 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 snail 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  frein 

 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 from 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 
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talked about interest rates. We've raised the whole question of 

tax reform. I  give a bouquet to the federal government for allowing 

Saskatchewan to experiment with the modified flat tax and other 

provisions. I believe that they will look 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. 

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. 

CTV: 	 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 

...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 if 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 course 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 

DEVINE: 

joining us this morning. 

You bet. 

CTV: 	 Grant Devine, the premier of Saskatchewan. 

* * * * * 
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FEDERAL GREEN PAPER ON FOREIGN POLICY 

Canada is open for business and now Canadian foreign 

policy is up for discussion. External Affairs 

Joe Clark issued invitations to a public debate in the,form.of 

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

of Commons and in the press is any measure, Clark's,Green Paper 

is getting poor reviews. We reached ExternaMAffairà Minister , . 	- 
Joe Clark in Ottawa. 	

N, • 

ELIZABETH GRAY: Mr. Clark, people dOn't seem to be terribly excited 

about your Green-paPer, are you disappointed? 
• 

Do you want people to be excited about foreign policy? 

JOE CLARK: 	Well,'I'm not sure 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 regard -to foreign policy, is involved. I think we found, 
•%1 

with eresponse of the African famine that there is a much broader 

,. 
inegpst than the traditional interest in foreign policy and what 

.4" e I # trying to do with this process and make full use of the...if 
■+s- 

CBC: 
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you will, the traditional foreign policy community but also reach 

beyond them. 

GRAY: 	 When you talk about the African famine and the responze 

to Ethiopia, it's a 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 implication that, you know, foreign aid dollars can only go 

so far. It's a bit of a downer. 

CLARK:. 	That's your interpretation. Certainly I did not 

seek to put out a paper that would inflame passions. 

I sought to put out a paper that would engage debate. The African 

famine was extraordinary in part because it did directly engage 

the passions of people in a way that they could do something about. 

The challenge in foreign policy is to have that combination where 

passions are aroused and there is a possibility of practical action. 

GRAY: 	 Do you suppose that perhaps expectations for this 

were higher and in fact people may  think that what 

you're looking at is not much beyond the A, B, C's...I'll give 

you an example on South Africa for instance. The Green Paper asks, 

is foreign investment part of the problem or part of the solution? 

On the OAS should we join...where does Canada stand on this issue? 

Those are kind of questions that have been around a long time and 
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they go no further. 

CLARK: 	That's the point. They've been around a long time 

in the interested community, they have not been 

around a long time in the community,that has not been engaged in 

foreign policy discussion and has not had the sense that it could 

count. I talked earlier about the Canadian foreign policy tradition 

in terms of what was done during the Pearson years. That, by the 

way, was done step-by-step not dramatically or in one swoop. There's 

another Canadian tradition. That's the Canadian tradition of very 

active, direct citizen involvement. Our missionaries, our traitors, 

our business people, a large, large proportion of Canadians have 

been active„well before there was a Department of External Affairs, 

in countries around the world, particularly in developing countries. 

I think that somehow in the last few years that sense of the interest 

of the ordinary people, the people who contribute to collections 

in churches, that interest has tended to get lost a little bit. 

GRAY: 	 The people who, you know, who belong to church groups 

and who go to meetings and the people you were just 

talking about, the grassroots community who are interested in foreign 

policy issues... 

CLARK: 	 Who can become interested. 

GRAY: 	 But a lot of them at that level already are and 

for example on the question of South Africa, and 

it's not a question of changing that government, you know, that 
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country's government will change or not by itself, but I would 

think a lot of them are asking why it takes so long to formulate 

guidelines for investors in that country. 

CLARK: 	 Yes but I think that it's also precisely in the 

community...in the church community, say, that is 

interezted in South Africa, it is worth...very . much worth making 

the point that the paper makes, that there's an open question as 

to whether investment is part of the problem or part of the solution 

because t.'rt 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 public hearings 

to have serious consideration of, for example, with South Africa, 

what options we have other than the traditional prescriptions regarding 

what Canadian 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? 

CLARK: 

GRAY: 

CLARK: 

That's not the question Elizabeth. 

It's one of a lot of them. 

Ah yeah but the major question, the elemental question 
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there is what kind 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 out to get Bata Shoe, we're out to get 

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 of public 

debate across the country is that these questions in all of their 

amplitude, in all of their commlexity, will be discussed more broadly 

than they have been. 

GRAY: 	 There's an invitation here for public debate and 

the Green Paper takes two themes 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 people to take this invitation seriously if indeed that's what's 

happening and it's, as you well know, disturbed a lot of the members 

of the opposition. 

CLARK: 	Well, again our evidence is that people are taking 

the invitation seriously, people are asking for 

copies of the report in large numbers and indicating 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: 	 ...So, I mean I did my best in Question Period 

today, I asked them why they were acting in a way 
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that denies the Canadian public the right to take part in foreign 

molicy decisions. What's at issue here is whether or not there 

will be an influence 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 

'.efore we have to make the first of the series of decisions we 

have to _make which has to do with accepting the US invitation to 

research. I don't propose to delay that decision until the committee 

report is in a year from now. 

GRAY: 	 Can we just look very briefly at the whole process 

which is more complex than just this Green Paper? 

How is this paper going to mesh with all the other policy reviews 

and as far as I can tell there are about five but I may have the 

number wrong, headed by different ministers, different cabinet 

comittees? 

CLARK: 	Your 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 ihto matters 

which are already closed, put them...we take them in order. With 

regard to what's already decided, what we've decided on the defence 

and .strategic side is that we think it is prudent that the Americans 

should carry out research into a field where we believe the Soviets 

are carrying out research, that's all that's been decided so far. 

We have received an invitation from the Americans to take part 

in that research, we're considering that, that'll happen in the 

next three to four months. Then, five or six years from now, assuming 

that the hypothetical proposal of SDI turns out to make sense, 

. .17 



there may or may .not be major strategic questions 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 

the Strategic Defence Initiative. Same thing on trade. 

GRAY: 	 Just on that Mr. Clark, it may even be a curiousity 

on the trade, one of the options that the Green 

Paper proposes is some sort of comprehensive trade agreement with 

the US. 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 

have an inside track or what? IS it the same kind of thing? 

CLARK: 	 As far as I know it's a coincidence and if there 

is agreement between a group of premiers and a federal 

policy, long may it endure. But, no, so far as I know, that is 

simply a coincidence. The position of some of those premiers is 

not surprising, is 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 fact the world won't wait for us. There are 

on the trade questions some clocks ticking. We can't...and to 

put at its coldest, if we simply said, no we're not going to make 

any trade decision for two years, none at all, if we said that, 

the...what that would cost us is quite literally thousands of Canadian 

jobs because there would be US protectionist action brought in 

that would affect our access to those markets. So that's the pressure 

that we're operating under. 
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GRAY: 

CLARK: 

GRAY: 	 Mr. Clark, thank irou  very much. 

CLARK: 	Thanks very much. 

Good-bye. 

Bye. 

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 résource-

based economies of the three western most provinces. 

But Manitoba Premier Howard Pawley surprised many observers by 

going along with his colleagues. 

GRAY: Premier Pawley, why have yoll:done_this after holding 

out for so long? 

PAWLEY: Well Elizabeth thérà!s been no holding out. Last 

year in Kelowna'çertainly we supported sectoral 

free trade discussions. .Understanding at that time in Kelowna 

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

given the situation in,Manitoba, likewise the communique that was 

issued yesterdaydeaiing with the common market proposal indicated 

very clear1, - add- rquote, where jobs are threatened by such a ›? 

new trading arrangement provisions for an extensive period of adjustment 

wi1l,,tiaye7,to be made for particular sectors and for those adversely 

• affect7e 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 . Everybody agrees that there 

should 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 

Ç.:.f trade barriers. We now have duties on our hogs which are affecting 

the hog industry in the province 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 

your province.., which is very Important to you in Manitoba. These 

things will be seen as non-tarif 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 t';:,) areas that could be adversely affected. There are 

many areas that could be positively effected by common law arrangements 

such as proposed yesterday and we have to do a stage by stage analysis 

and if I must say, if the transitional arrangements that we call 

from the communique 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 

will bLime negotiable when Canadian businessmen have to compete 

with the Americans. 

% 

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: 	 Yes, 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 you're talking about a bunch of separate governments 

in the European common market. It's not really 

...4 
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'-là•-•••• • you flying in the face ... 

comparaj:. 

PAWLEY: 	Well, I think it is. I see no reason that the 

fact that 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. 

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. 

Is this a case for you where being a westerner 

and having western allegiance is stronger than 

...5 
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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. 

:rAY: 

PAWLEY: 

CBC: 

imier Pawley thank you very much. 

Okay, good Elizabeth. 

Manitoba premier Howard Pawley spoke to us from 

Winnipeg. 

* * * * * 
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CBC: 	We're going to be hearing a lot about free 
trade over the next few months and the 

arguments could get hot and heavy. There's a lot of 
opposition to the idea, particulanly in Canada's 
industrial heartland, Ontario and Quebec. 

The Western Premiers have fired the first 
shots. At the end of their'two-day meeting in Grand 
Prairie, Alberta, they came down firmly on the side 
of dropping all trade barriers with the United 
States. Peter Lougheed of Alberta made free trade 
the big issue at the western premiers' meeting. He 
says there's already one example of free trade at 
work in Canada. 

Lougheed:  You know, we have an Auto Pact between 
Canada and the United States. It's been 

very successful. It's been good for Canadians. It's 
provided a lot of jobs. I guess from a western point 
of view, I'd like to see a Canada-wide Auto Pact. 

CBC: 	Premier Lougheed had no trouble persuading 
Bill Bennett of British Columbia or Grant 

Devine of Saskatchewan. They were already 
free-traders. Howard Pawley of Manitoba was another 
matter. He was worried that Canadian workers would 
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 
to adapt to the new conditions. Mr. Pawley could go 
along with that. 

Pawley:  We're not going to throw hundreds of people 
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 to the idea. 

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 dotibts that 
Ontario has. Mr. Kelleher will not comlit 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. 

BK: 	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. 

. . . . 3 
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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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PROGRAM(S)/  CBC - World At Six 
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SSEA BOOK 
CEC: 	A threatened boycott by the two federal 

Opposition parties may be crumbling. Both 
the Liberals and the New Democrats were refusing to 
take part in a special committee review of Canada's 
foreign policy. They didn't like the fact that some 
controversial foreign policy decisions would have 
already been made by the government before the 
committee could make its report. But after a round 
of negotiations across the Commons floor today, it 
looks as though the Opposition is wavering. Ken 
McCreigh has this report. 

KM: 	. The government released its Green Paper on 
foreign policy earlier this week. It's 

been condemned by the Opposition. The-paper suggests 
a special Parliamentary committee hold hearings on 
foreign policy and report back in *a year. The 
Opposition was upset because the committee wouldn't 
make recommendations until after the government made 
decisions on things like the American Star Wars 
proposal or on free trade. The Opposition was after 
External Affairs Minister, Joe Clark, again today. 
Then, ND?  House Leader, Ian Deans, came up with an 
offer. 

ID: 	Will the Secretary of State,take out of his 
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. 

KM: 	It was an offer Mr. Clark couldn't refuse. 
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SSEA: 	Certainly I would have no objection at all 
to the committee giving priority to questions 

on which the government has to make decisions quickly 
so that we will have the benefit of the advice of the 
people of Canada and the Parliament of Canada before 
we have to take those decisions. I would have no 

- objection to that. 

KM: 	Mr. Clark needs the Opposition. He can't 
set up a special Commons committee without 

all-party approval. Last month the Americans gave 
NATO allies six weeks to make up their minds about 
taking part in Star Wars. Mr. Clark rejects that 
deadline. 

SSEA: 	I'm saying that we have to make a decision 
sometime in the next three to four months 

on one aspect of the question: the invitation from the 
Americans. It would be very helpful to us to receive 
the views of Canadians as one element on which we 
base our judgement. 

KM: 	Mr. Clark doesn't promise he'll wait for 
an interim committee report before answering 

the Americans. That's what NDP Leader Ed Broadbent 
wants him to do. 

EB: 	And if Mr. Clark has said that outside the 
House, is prepared to state it again tomor-

row in the House of Commons to make it very clear that 
that's government policy, we would certainly see that 
as genuine progress and we would participate. 

KM: 	The Opposition apparently feels the boycott 
was a little strong; after all, the Liberals 

and the New Memocrats 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. 
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LIBRE-ECHANGE ENTREVUE AVEC GERARD DOCQUIER 

Le libre échange avec les Etats-Unis c'est-à-dire. 7‘1'éli- 
- 

minition de tous les francs au commerce, le gouvernement 

conservateur s'oriente dans cette direction. Les membres-de, la_cOmmissiol 

McDonald sur les perspectives économiques du Canada sode,7eUkaussi 

opposés au protectionisme. Dans cette commission cependant qui doit 
oee 
e ,  

rendre son rapport en juillet, les divergences demeilrent. .Gérard Docquie: 
Lç  

qui représente le congrès du travail du Canada'.!aUse-in de la commission 
4Y, 

craint que le libre échange ne cor:te cheten`'mile .-éribis aux canadiens. 
-et.b 

Jean Dussault l'interroge. 

DOCQUIER: 	Je ne suis past.en\-faeür du protectionisme de façon 
• 
catégorique4à742de pense que le libre échange n'existe 

- 
pas. J'ai opté pour une' Position qui est différente de celle des autres 

commissaires et je,pense.qVils ont tous des nuances, je crois que 

dans la situatiortuëlIe le marché doit être règlementé pas nécessai- 
3 	' \ ‘t 

rement dans uhe optique protectioniste mais dans une optique de protec-

tion des intérêt'e d'un grand nombre de travailleurs qui sont menacés 

par un libre échangisme à tout craindre. 
• 

- e 
-17'REPORTER: 	Est-ce que vous pouvez m'expliquer quelle est la différen- 
-Zi.e7 

ce entre le protectionisme et la protection de certains 

...2  
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groupes par certaines règles? .  

DOCQUIER: 	Bon le protectionisme à mon avis c'est l'établissement 

de barrières très fermes pour protéger soit l'économie 

ou le commerce d'un pays tout entier ou de secteurs donnés, mon optique 

à moi c'est que nous devons tenter de négocier avec nos partenaires 

commerciaux de ententes qui donnent un certain pourcentage d'un marché 

quelconque en assurant aux pays respectifs qui sont part, qui font 

partie de la négociation, une certaine protection pour les travailleurs 

qui sont affectés par des changements ou des ententes commerciales 

quelles qu'elles soient. 

REPORTER: 	Mais pourquoi certains secteurs monsieur Docquier et 

pas à d'autres? 

DOCQUIER: 	Bien je parle de certains secteurs parce que chaque 

pays a ses secteurs mous ou a ses avantages naturels 

dans d'autres secteurs et d'autre part si nous avions à faire à des 

pays où les conditions de travail, les conditions de salaire, l'envi-

ronnement social est à peu près le même, je crois que à ce moment là 

on pourrait parler beaucoup plus facilement de libre échange et d'essayel 

d'éliminer toute forme de protectionisme. 

REPORTER: 	Bon ces conditions similaires ou comparables monsieur 

Docquier 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 que ce que vous proposez 

vous à la commission McDonald, et vous êtes seul semble-t-il à le faire 
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c'est de protéger les secteurs mous traditionnels textiles, vêtements, 

meubles et chaussures etc...? 

DOCQUIER: 	Non je suis, dans ma position je ne vais pas dans aucun 

détail. J'ai soumis à la commission ce que j'appelle 

une opposition partielle parce que j'ai signé le rapport, je m'oppose 

en parties à certaine sections du rapport et le libre échangisme en 

être une. Etant donné que le marché libre n'existe pas. Quand on fait 

affaire avec le Corée ou avec l'Afrique du sud je ne crois pas moi qu'on 

soit en mesure de parler de libre échange si vous voyez les conditions 

de travail des mineurs d'or en Afrique du sud et les conditions de 

travail dans les usines de textiles en Philipines, à Taiwan ou en Corée 

bon bien on ne peut pas appelé ça des conditions qui soient comparables. 

REPORTER: 	. A partir du moment monsieur Docquier où les Etats-Unis 

ont l'intention par exemple d'avoir des accords multi-

latéraux de libre échange avec l'ensemble de leurs partenaires commer-

ciaux, qu'est-ce qui va arriver de toutes façons à votre manufacture 

de textiles dans l'est de Montréal où à Trois-Rivières, ou à Québec, 

elle ne sera pas compétitive? 

DOCQUIER: 	Bon je ne suis pas sûr que nous ne soyons pas en mesure 

d'avoir une industrie textile compétitive quand je 

regarde Dominion Textile et certaines autres sociétés textiles au 

Canada, elles ont fait des progrès immenses durant les dernières 

années et euh.... 

REPORTER: ,Est-ce qu'elles ont fait ces progrès grâce à la protectio 

dont elles bénéficient ou est-ce qu'elles auraient 

... 4 
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pu se passer de cette protection là 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 la protection qu'on leur a donné pendant cette 

période là leurs a permis justement de faire des investissements 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 sûrement que la majorité de ce qu'on appelle 

les agents économiques c'est à la mode le libre échange autant au gou-

vernement conversateur, les gouvernements dans les provinces de l'ouest, 

le gouvernement du Québec, les américains etc... ça a l'air fini la 

protection non? 

DOCQUIER: 	Bon ça a l'air finit, moi je ne crois pas parce que 

quand vous entendez des gens parler de libre échange 

il y en a beaucoup parmi ces gens là qui réferrent à l'exemple du pacte 

de l'automobile. 

REPORTER: 	Qui n'est pas vraiment du libre échange, c'est un pacte. 

DOCQUIER: 	C'est un pacte et ce n'est pas vraiment du libre échange 

et c'est dans ce sens là moi que j'entrevois le futur. 

REPORTER: 	Merci monsieur Docquier. 

DOCQUIER: 	Je vous remercie. 
* * * * * 
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DISCUSSION OF GPEEN PAPER 

CBC : To Ottawa now and our regular Friday report: 

Jeff Sallotte and Mike Duffy are in our studio- _ 

there. Wb lead into the green paper, by Joe Clark -.ï.Ehasn't 

received a very warm response, has it Jeff? 

SALLOTTE : 
.--• 

Well that wasn't one of the,exciting things 

because it failed to mention kind of the two 

major foreign policy items on the Mulroney-government's agenda. 

That is trade with the United States; or  closer trade links, and 

the whole question of Canadian participation or not to participate 

in the research on star wars initiative. So, Joe Clark once again 

is an External Affairs.Minister who is finding his position being 

undercut because - well first off, the trade issue is being dealt 

with right within-the Prime Minister's Office. He considers it 

a very high priority; Mulroney does, and so his people are dealing 
-- _- 

with it inàted - of the people at External Affairs. The star wars_ 

things,.of course, is being handled by Erik Neilsen over at the _ 

Department of National Defence. So Joe Clark has this green paper 

that,àeals with trade with all kinds of other places but not our 
- 



largest trading nartner. 

CBC : 	 There is nothing concrete about star wars in the 

paper. But just this morning there are stories 

that Mr. Clark is now salring that he wants Canadians to contribute 

to the discussion over the nroject. 

SALLOTTE : 	Yeah. I wonder if this is Joe's wav of trying 

to get back in on the action on this. The two 

opposition parties have said they were going to boycott the special 

committee on foreign nolic7 review because it didn't deal with . 

star wars. Now yesterda7 Clark was saving that we do want to hear 

from Canadians, the average Canadian on this and that the appropriate 

forum would be this committee. But we can't have the committee if 

the opposition parties don't participate.. I think that is probably 

a bit of a red herring, I mean, with their massive majority and all 

kinds cf other vehicles open to the government they can get a good 

pulse, good Public  pulse on this anv wav. 

CEC : 	 Mike, do you think the opposition parties will now 

take part in the hearings? 

DEFrv 	 Oh, I think that the door is open to a compromise. 

And I think there is a bit of a red herring here. 

The fact is is that we have a foreign policy review because the 

government needed things to put into the Throne Speech last fall 

so a review cf National Defence and foreign policy were thrown into 

the mix. But by the time anv item in this town comes through the 
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bureaucratic grinder it  cornes out as being a kine of pabulum. 

That is what we have seen here. The fact is is that it is in 

the opposition's interest to take part and it is in the interest 

of all cf those groums 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 

discussions with people close to the Prime Minister the issue 

for Joe Clark and I think in a wav he has been set up  on  this 

is the fact that where other contentious issues have come um 

which could embarrass the government, for example the task force 

mubio broadcasting will hold .  private hearings. It is not 

being done by a marliamentary committee, it is not being done 

in a wwr that those who are great supporters of public broadcasting 

will have an opportunity to make their views known in public - it 

will be done in private. 

CEC : 	 Although the co-chairman, Jerry Caplan, has said 

that he will hear briefs from any Canadian who 

wants to submit one. 

Duz,rv 	 AbsolutelY - of course they will hear from anone 

who wants to, but what I am saying is it will be 

done in private and so that there will not be the massive news 

coverage that vou will get at a Commons-Senate committee on 

foreign relations in which every interest group that is opposed to 

what the government plans to do will have an omportunity to amrear 

in public. So Joe has got a political...the Prime Minister's Office 

is saying, holy cats, whv do we nnw have to co ahead with this. 

../4 



They have mut themselves in the corner and they are now sort of 

blaming Clark for it, which was - to my mind it was all generated 

by the Throne  Speech.  So theY are sayina...(inaudible)...hearings 

will be done in private, with Joe - one, he can't get first 

agreement on the committee and two, when he does it is going to 

cive mostly the cpmonents of the government's proposals an 

opportunity for a public forum. 

C3C : 	 Okay, a decision on star wars could take three 

or four months. It just leaves me wondering 

whatever happened to that 60 day deadline. 

DUFFY 	 Well that was unrealistic. Reagan's people 

backed off right away. 

SALLOTZE : 	...it was, all of the western European countries 

said look, we can't decide something like this. 

And as a matter of fact I think now that we are hearina from 

countries like France which have said they aren't interested at 

all and the British Foreign Minister raising serious questions about 

it - I would not preclude the possibility that in the final 

analysis Canada would back out on this thing. 

DUFFY : 	 Yeu have to remember in this town it takes months 

to decide the smallest kinds of issues. And so 

the opposition is having a hit of a political field dav going 

after Clark on this. The fact is these decisions take a long time 

while the Public hearings are under way - there is absolutely no 

../ 5 



reason and with this government especially payinc so much attention 

to the polis,  there is every reason to believe that in fact they 

will r.lav a lot of attention to what the public says to this 

committee. So that those who want to stop this sort of thing 

in fact, and the opposition parties, have their very best shot 

at doing it in the committee rather than not participating at all. 

CEC : 	 Jeff, You touched on this just a bit earlier 

the fact that Mr. Clark and External has lost 

some ground to_the Departments of Trade and Defence. Is the 

Daper tn_Ls week do you think  coin  a to do anything to put them 

back in the mainstream of Policy debate? 

SALLOTTE : 	No, I  mean it has generated a lot of attention. 

There is no doubt that Joe Clark would like to 

keep the attention focused on his own Portfolio and his areas. 

But because, You know, the opposition parties aren't dumb. They 

can read this thing as well as anybody else. They 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-emerging. 

***** 
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Journal LA PRESSE, à Ottawa. 

- 
TVA: 	 Mme Vezina, bienvenue chez nous. 

- 	. 
Monique Vezina, Bonjour... Bonsoir... - Ministre des 
Relations 
extérieures: 

MIT.[MEDifi ifiPES AF11 	TRAFISCRIPTS]30. 
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INTERVIEW AVEC MONIQUE VEZINA, MINISTRE DES RELATIONS EXTERIEURES  

TVA/CHOT 	Bonsoir Mesdames et messieurs; cette semaine. 

à Ottawa le Secrétaire d'état aux Affaires, 

extérieures, Joe Clark déposait à la chambre des communes\un 

livre vert pour tenter avec le temps de déterminèr,leèbrientations 

pour les relations extérieures du Canada. Cee.'so'iripc-mr nous 

en parler, j'aurais dans quelques instants èvec emoi en studio 

la Ministre des Relations extérieures, Madame Monique Vezina. 

Pour participer à l'interview, Michel Vastel, Journaliste au 

TVA: Ç. . 	Bonsoir, c'est bien ça. On a eu l'ère Pearson 

qui était une période dans le domaine des relations 

e>i 4- internationales de médiation, d'arbitrage. On a eu l'ère Trudeau 

.../2 sq). 
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qui était un peu une période de tenter, d'équilibrer les Etats-Unis 

versus le Canada; on le connaît pas encore l'ère Mulroney. Je me 

demande pourquoi avoir cru beau déposer ce livre pour tenter de 

déterminer des orientations futures dans les domaine international. 

Vezina: 	Je pense que comme nouveau gouvernement élu, il 

était de notre responsabilité de repenser la 

relation internationale, et c'était l'occasion par excellence en 

début de mandat de faire une consultation, d'essayer de connaître 

l'avis du peuple canadien au sujet de la politique étrangère. 

TVA: 	 J'ai l'impression que le gouvernement c'est pas mal 

où il s'en va. Comme par exemple, je n'ai jamais 

vu autant d'importance donnée aux Etats-Unis - ce qui m'apparaît 

très nouveau surtout après l'ère Trudeau qui a été une ère de tenter 

(de se distancer - si vous voulez). J'ai l'impression que le 

gouvernement c'est où  il s'en va. 

Vezina: 	Je pense que le gouvernement sait qu'il a un rôle 

important jouer; le gouvernement sait aussi qu'il 

doit faire des choix, qu'il doit établir des priorités et qu'il 

doit aussi s'inscrire dans la tradition des relations internationales. 

:Zotre livre vert est axé sur deux axes, et il le dit très bien 

sur la page couverture «compétitivité et sécurité», et compétitivité 

c'est la prospérité des canadiens... c'est l'économie.., c'est 

l'aspect économique des canadiens, c'est le goût d'être un peu plus 
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aggressif, un peu plus compétitif. La sécurité c'est la paix, 

je pense que nous avons tous le goût 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'aperçois 

que les gens sont beaucoup plus près de l'international que nous 

le pensons, et on aurait sûrement avantage à écouter l'homme et la 

femme de la rue nous dire leur propos, nous donner leur perception 

face aux grands 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 que 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 que le plus gros est de l'autre bord de notre frontière. 

Vezina: 	Moi je pense qu'on n'a jamais l'avantage à 

regarder notre compétiteur comme étant le plus gros 

et le plus grand. Il s'agit de nous prendre la place qui nous 

revient, il s'agit d'être fort et aggressif - comme je viens de 

le dire; de développer nos talents, de bien établir nos priorités 

et d'établir une relation économique qui soit à notre mesure 

et qui nous conviendra. 
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TVA: 	 Vous savez que le prédécesseur de M. Mulroney parlait 

de la sourie de l'éléphant, et c'est même dangereux 

des fois pour une sourie de se retrouver dans le lit de l'éléphant, 

et finalement, est-ce que vous n'êtes pas entrain comme même 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 que le livre est un livre 

de réflexion. A ce que je sache, le gouvernement 

n'a pas encore pris de décision, et M. Clark l'a bien dit, il y a 

un comité parlementaire qui sera mis en place, le document sera 

étudié, des recommendations seront faites et nous prendrons 

position, nous tiendrons compte des recommandations; 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 ça ne 

s'est jamais fait. Je suis nouvelle en politique, mais ça.ne  s'est 

jamais fait, alors c'est intéressant de voir ce que les gens 

auront à nous dire. 

TVA: 	 C'est vrai que vous allez consulter, mais d'un 

autre côté vous fixez les limites de la consultation. 

Si je comprend bien le livre - et si ce n'est pas ça vous allez 

me contredire - sur le côté économique vous êtes pro-américain, 
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Sur le côté politique de la sécurité, vous êtes très anti-soviétique. 

Est-ce que vous êtes d'accord avec ça? Et est-ce que ça ne limite 

pas les options finalement des canadiens? 

Vezina: 	Je pense que c'est une analyse qui est - je dirais - 

•un peu grocière que de dire que nous sommes pro 

et anti. Nous sommes ce que nous sommes, nous sommes le Canada, 

nous avons des relations à établir et il est bon, je pense, d'évaluer 

zlprès 15 ans 20 ans la relation qu'on doit avoir, et possiblement 

de profiter de l'occasion pour instaurer les relations nouvelles. 

TVA: 	 Oui, mais vous reconnaissez comme même que vous 

avez des phrases très dures dans votre livre sur 

l'Union soviétique. C'est vraiment les méchants dont il faut se 

méfier, qui menacent nos valeurs, etc... 

Vezina: 	Nous avons aussi des valeurs qui nous tiennent 

à coeur et tout à l'heure lorsque j'ai fait dans 

l'introduction le désir de vouloir s'instaurer dans un pays qui 

a le goût de respecter les relations de paix et de sécurité, 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 à faire 

cette analyse là - et le fait de se présenter 
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M. Mulroney a l'air très proche de M. Reagan, le fait d'adopter 

un ton très dur vis-à-vis des soviétiques, quelle image ça donne 

au Canada et quel problème ça vous cause à vous dans vos relations 

avec le tiers-monde et les pays en développement qui ont des fois 

des pollutions plus nuancées que nous - vous allez l'admettre ? 

Vezina: 	Bon, je pense que la première lecture que vous 

faites - les pros et les comptes - on verra au 

bout d'un an qu'est ce que la consultation nous donnera et je 

suis convaincue que chacun aura sa lecture, et peut-être ça 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'intérêt que nous avons à 

vouloir travailler avec le tiers-monde, à vouloir faire en sorte 

que 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 l'ACDI. 

TVA: 	 Mais vous vous en allez, par exemple, au Nicaragua 

dans une semaine. Pensez-vous que le Président du 

Nicaragua va aimer le ton que vous employez sur l'Union soviétique, 

alors corme lui est un ami de l'Union soviétique, est-ce que ça ne 

va pas vous créer des problèmes? 
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Vezina: 	Je m'en vais au Nicaragua parce que 

est clair et je pense que le gouvernement canadien 

a toujours été très près du support, du développement économique 

et social, c'est un pays qui a besoin d'être encouragé, nous 

avons des programmes au niveau de l'aide internationale, l'aide 

au développement, et le prémisse de base de 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 	une décision qui avait été prise bien avant à l'embargo 

de M. Reagan, c'est que j'ai un rôle à jouer au niveau de ce 

pays qui relève de ma juridiction internationale. 

TVA: 	 Vous n'avez pas eu de pression pour annuler ce 

voyage là? 

Vezina: 	Même si j'en avais eu, j'y serais allée comme même. 

• TVA: 	 Mais vous en avez peut-être eu? 

Vezina: 	Je n'en n'ai pas eu. 

TVA: 	 Mme Vezina, revenons au document, c'est pourquoi. 

Si vous aviez une critique à faire de l'ancienne 

politique que dans le domaine international, qu'est ce que ce serait? 
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Qu'est ce qui 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 l'avenir et non pas sur le passé, et 

comme ministre je suis aussi axée sur l'avenir et non pas sur 

le passé. Et je pense qu'il n'y ait pas de honte comme nouveau 

gouvernement à faire 'des livres verts, à essayer de connaître 

l'opinizn des cens, et à 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 soviétique et des Etats-Unis ensemble. Vous ne croyez 

pas qu'en prenant - même dans le cas d'un document de discussion - 

parti pris de façon aussi importante pour les Etats-Unis que toute 

cette possibilité dans le domaine international, vous qui êtes 

responsable pour les pays en voie de développement, que cette 

mission là que M. Trudeau a tenté de développer, vous l'éliminez 

complètement de la table. 

Vezina: 	J'ai presque le goût de vous dire que je vous laisse 

juge de l'analyse que vous faites de notre document, 

et je ne pense pas que l'exercice que 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 qu'il n'est pas meilleur, je ne dis 

pas ça, je dis simplement que j'ai l'impression 

que peut-être ce document là va empêcher de continuer de mettre 

de l'avant la mission que le Canada s'était développé salis le 

temps de M. Trudeau, celui d'équilibrer, de tenter d'amener deux 

grands se rencontrer à négocier. C'est ça ce que je veux dire, 

c'est aussi simple que ça. 

Vezina: 	Comment on peut présumer du résultat d'une 

consultation lorsqu'on sait très bien que le 

comité devra faire des audiences et prendre un an pour écouter 

les gens. Moi je n'ai pas le gott 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 que nos 

relations extérieures doivent continuer, toutefois, à 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 à la fin de l'été, le Ministre Kelleher va 

publier un autre livre vert pour ce qui est de nos relations 

commerciales avec les américains. Je me demande là si cette 

consultation là à la fin - je ne parle pas aussi de la décision 

très importante que le gouvernement a à prendre 	 du 

Président Reagan pour participer au budget de guerre des étoiles 

.../10 



- 1 0 - 

comme on l'appelle là entre les guillemets. Alors, où se situe 

toute cette consultation là? 

Vezina: 	Il faut le rappeler, c'est une consultation 

un livre vert pour la relation internationale. 

Vous venez de me faire allusion à deux volets qui font parti 

de la politique internationale et globale. C'est une approche 

globale qui est à l'intérieur de ce livre vert tandis que les 

consultations qui se font les livres avec Messieurs Nielson et 

Keleher, sont spécifiques. Et dès que le comité se mettra en 

place, je pense que - ce qui est sûr - c'est que le gouvernement 

doit continuer de gouverner même si un comité de travail est 

en réflexion pendant un an. Mais il n'y a rien qui empêche que  

tout au long de la consultation le gouvernement aille voir ce 

qui se passe, tienne compte des avis qui auront été déposés, et 

qu'on puisse s'en inspirer pour continuer de gouverner pendant 

que la consultation se fait. 

Michel Vastel: Bon, je vais, parce que je pense qu'on ne sera 

jamais d'accord, on va arrêter de parler de 

sécurité, mais je vous rappelle que votre livre dit qu'on fait 

parti d'un club qui va utiliser le premier la bombe nucléaire 

en Europe si nécessaire. Mais pour venir en ça, dites-mois 
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Qu'est-ce qui devrait faire que mon ami Laurent Fortin, par exemple, 

qui 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 là, et j'ai 

l'impression que ce message là, il n'est pas passé. Les canadiens 

réagissent à des images sur la famine en Ethiopie, ils réagissent 

beaucoup d'ailleurs, à votre grande surprise même, mais par 

contre notre politique d'aide au développement, pourquoi il faut 

aider 	pa‘7s.  Là, on en parle très peu et on n'en parle même pas 

dans ce livre là. 

Vezina: 	Peut-être que notre ami Fortin du CEGEP de Rimouski 

a compris l'interdépendance, et que peut-être notre 

ami de Rimouski sait très bien que si le Canada aide le tiers-monde 

il peut aussi avoir des retombées économiques importantes. On 

peut aussi être créateur d'emplois, tout en mettant au service 

du tiers-monde les ressources et les connaissances et l'expertise 

que nous avons. Peut-être que notre ami Fortin va avoir le goût 

lui aussi de donner son opinion sue ce qu'il souhaite à être comme 

personne impliquée au niveau de l'international. J'ai l'impression 

que ça pourrait être fort intéressant d'écouter ce que notre ami 

aurait à dire sur le développement international, et qui sait 

_peut-être a-t-il déjà eu une expérience au niveau de l'international. 
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Et tout à l'heure je réferrai à ma surprise comme Ministre des 

Relations extérieures, lorsque je fais du bureau de comté, 

plusieurs demandes maintenant sur le charactère international, 

et j'ai l'impression que le peuple s'aperçoit que lorsque l'on 

aide Rwanda, en Egypte ou ailleurs, il y a des retombées' économiques 

ici au Canada. 

Vastel: 	Mais vous allez reconnaître avec moi que ce n'est 

peut-être pas la manière 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 que vous allez dire aussi à 

vos électeurs de Rimouski et puis ailleurs que 

miand on aide un pays à développer une industrie textile, la 

prochaine étape ça va être de laisser rentrer ses chemises ou 

ses chaussettes au Canada. Et s'ils produisent leurs chemises 

moins chers eue les usines de Montréal, et bien ce sera tant pis 

pour les travailleurs de Montréal. Est-ce que ce n'est pas ça 

finalement la logique de l'aide au développement? C'est pas 

seulement de leur donner de l'argent, est ce que c'est pas aussi 
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les aider à nous faire compétition? 

Vezina: 	 Voilà l'importance d'être bien articulé et agressif. 

Bien sûr que ça pourrait être la limite que de 

faire en sorte que l'on aide le pays à se développer qu'il devienne 

tellement fort qui mourra nous faire compétition, mais ce n'est 

pas l'ultime but, l'ultime but c'est d'aider - en fait on peut dire 

que l'aide au développement international peut se diviser en 

77..usieurs catgories, d'ailleurs on a plusieurs programmes et 

il y a l'aide d'urgence, il y a l'aide d'humanitaire et il y a 

l'aide économique, l'aide au développement. Bien sûr qu'a 

l'extrême limite ça peut créer une situation comme celle que 

vous venez de me décrire. 

Vastel: 	 Mais seulement qu'elle est un petit peu ce 

que vous dites, vous connaissez le proverbe - 

je pense que vous le connaissez mieux que moi - mais donnes 
à 

un poisson un homme il va se nourrir une fois et apprends lui 

à pêcher, il va devenir .... 	Et la manière dont vous parlez 

j'ai l'impression que vous êtes bien prête à donner des poissons 

aux gens ou du lait en poudre, ou du blé, mais je ne suis pas 

sûr que vous êtes prête à 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 que j'ai invité 

à participer à l'aide internationale parce que, comme nouveau 

gouvernement, nous souhaitons établir un partenaireship avec 

les gens d'affaires, et je leur disais que la solution idéale 

ce serait qu'elles viennent à disparaître 

Vastel: 	C'est toute une déclaration que vous venez... 

Vezina: 	Alors ça veut donc dire que la philosophie de base 

c'est d'apprendre à pêcher. 

Vastel: 	Mme Vezina, il y a un budget la semaine prochaine 

Je connais votre vocation à l'égard des pays du 

tiers-monde et à 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 que ça c'est un engagement 

formel, c'est-à-dire, est-ce qu'il se peut que pour des raisons 

de politiques internes que ce pourcentage là soit diminué? 

Vezina: 	 On se rappelle qu'à l'automne passé, on avait 

reporté notre 0.7% de 5 ans. C'est un engagement 

ue le gouvernement a pris, et c'est un engagement que le gouvernement 

maintiendra. 
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TVA: 	 Maintenant dans la période à court terme, demain, 

après-demain là, dans l'année qui s'en vient, est- 

ce qu'il se peut qu'il y ait une diminution? Je comprends que 1995 ... 

VEZINA: 	Ce qui ne veut pas dire une coupure budgétaire, une 

coupure de programmes, ça veut dire une réduction de 

croissance. C'est qu'au lieu de prendre 5 ans pour arriver à notre 

point 7 on prendra donc 10 ans pour arriver à notre point 7 donc la 

croissance est un petit peu plus lente. 

Donc il n'y a pas de diminution. 

VEZINA: 

TVA: 

VASTEL: 

Non. 

Michel! 

Oui mais est-ce que les besoins ne sont pas tels qu'il 

faudrait peut-être une augmentation? 

VEZINA: 	Je pense qu'il faut faire de l'aide au développement 

à la mesure de nos moyens. Nous sommes un pays qui 

sommes très présent, qui avons de très très bons programmes et il faut 

aller voir à l'extérieur, faire des visites, présider des commissions 

bi-latérales pour voir et toucher de près la satisfaction que les pays 

ont de collaborer avec le Canada. Je pense que point 7 pour '95 est 

un objectif qui est très interessant. Il s'agit de trouver des formules 

nouvelles pour faire le développement et s'associer des partenaires 

qui vont avec nous atteindre nos objectifs. 

... 16 



- 16 - 

VASTEL: 	Madame la ministre vous êtes, vous vous occupé beaucoup 

des relations avec l'Afrique et vous dites que si les 

québécoises, j'emploie ce mot là dessin, je pense que vous avez été tréE: 

Proche de par exemple la société Saint-Jean-Baptiste, on a même dit 

pendant la campagne électorale où  vous étiez proche du P.Q. en tout 

cas ça ce n'est pas grave, c'est pas la question, la question est la 

suivante, quelle place vous allez donner au gouvernement du Québec 

dans votre chemin de relations en particulier par exemple avec les 

pays francophones d'Afrique. Est-ce que ça va être votre 'french 

connection»? 

VEZINA: 	Je pense que la place qu'on va donner au gouvernement 

du Québec, qui est mon gouvernement comme provincial, 

et c'est la place qui lui revient, une place de collaboration et de 

dialogues et on a connu hélas sous le régime précédent une coupure et 

une rupture de communications et j'ai, pas plus tard que la semaine 

dernière, signé une entente qui permettra au gouvernement du Québec 

que de faire conjointement avec l'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 l'égal 

du gouvernement d'Ottawa? 

VEZDZA: 	Ça veut dire quoi? 
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VASTEL: 	Ça veut dire par exemple que s'il y a un sommet de la 

francophonie le chef de la délégation canadienne celui 

là pourrait très bien être le ministre du Québec des relations extérieu-

res. Est-ce qu'il n'y a pas quelque chose d'anormal que dans ces pays 

là le Canada, écoutez le Canada c'est pas un pays francophone quand 

même, 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-Brunswick qui fait toujours partie de la délégation, peut- 

être que aussi bien quelqu'un du Nouveau-Brunswick, du Québec que moi- 

même, pourrait présider la délégation. 

VASTEL: 	Ça va bien parce que vous êtes là mais sérieusement vous 

pensez pas que le gouvernement du Québec sur les rela-

tions internationales avec les pays francophones devrait avoir un statut 

égal à celui du gouverenement fédéral? 

VEZINA: 	Je pense que c'est peut-être trop tôt pour en parler. 

TVA: 	 Est-ce qu'il est dans votre intention d'en parler? 

VEZINA: 	Qui sait avec les relations que nous établierons j'ai 

l'intention de présider les délégations, les gens du 

Québec et du Nouveau-Brunswick qui seront au niveau de la francophonie 

et... 

TVA: 	 Madame Vézina, merci c'est tout le temps qu'on a. 

* * * * * VEZINA: 	Merci. 
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CBC: First the Green Paper on Foreign Policy. 

CLARK: 	I have tabled today in the House of Commons a 

Green Paper entitled, "Competitiveness . and bectirity". 
I 
\ 

- 
CBC: 	 And so came forth Joe Clarks' Gréén,Paper on 

Foreign Policy. 	Readers of its-fdrty-three pages 
- 

will learn - quote - "conflict dominates,  théç.poritics of the Middle 

East". 	And, quote - "Africa is a vastand diverse continent". 
4 

And of Canada, the paper states 7 qubte„- "We are an Atlantic Nation 

we are a Pacific Nation, we are an -Arctic Nation". As you can 

tell, the Green Paper is mdstlY a Collection of resounding platitudes. 

But the point of it is,'in fairness, not to inform, but tro ask 

questions. Questions,7 f6r the Canadian public to answer about 

what kind of foreign pblicy they want their country to have. However, 

while the debatd'goei on, the government will be making significant 
< 

foreign policy -decisions, as usual, including whether to get involved 

in Star Wars. 

‘V ' 
CIARK:e; 	If there were no public process of discussion, there 

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, sà 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 

questions 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, 

_rik Niesea. 

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 responsibilitie3 

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  question. 

TURNER: 	What is the point of asking this country whether 

we want free trade with the United States, as one 

of the options, when the Prime Minister and the President of the 

United States, have already signed a joint declaration at Quebec 

City, moving us towards freer trade. 	I mean, does the document 

really mean anythina? Which is the valid document? The communique 

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  for  their report before making a decision on whether to 

get involved. 	Joe Clark hasn't exactly promised that, but he 

hàs left the door open. 

CLARK: 	Certainly I would have no objection at all to the 

committee giving priority to questions on which 

the government has to make decisions quickly so that we will have 

the benefit of the advice of the people of Canada and the Parliament 

' of Canada, before we have to take those decisions. 	I would have 

no objection to that 

/4 



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 

here. Have we missed something? 

CLARK: 	 I suppose it depends who you talk to Michael, whether 

it's had terrible reviews. I was surprised at the 

attitude of the two Opposition parties and I trust that they will 

move back from that and not let themselves be caught in a position 

where they're denying the public right to discuss foreign policy. 

I wanted to put out a vehicle for the public discussion of international 

policy and I also wanted to make the case, which I think we have, 

that you can no longer treat international political questions 

'separately from international economic questions. 

CEC: 	 But I know there are things that you hold very dearly, 

I mean questions of human rights and refugee policy 

and so on, and 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? 

CLARK: 	 One thing, I can't let this pass, what would you 

expect Jean Chretien to say. I mean, there was 

going to be a political resDonse by the two parties and I am much 

less surprised by colourful language than I am by their threat 

Zor a while to kill the process. 	I come back to the fact that 
../5 
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we wanted to make a point drawing attention to the economic realities 

that underly Canadian, that have to underly any successful foreign 

policy. 	Where are the questions that are of particular interest 

to me, er, there's certainly occasion for them to be discussed, 

there's occasion for refugee policy to be discussed. 	For relations 

with the Commonwealth to be discussed. All of those things. 	There 

is also the reality, as we've been saying in the House of Commons, 

that while the review is going on, so is policy going on. 	So 

is decision making going on, that has to happen. And I suppose 

issues that I 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 

afffectiveness. 	The, I didn't choose to have the Americans  impose 

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. 

CEC: 	 As you say, the decision making does go on and I 

presume the decision making will go on on Canadian 

involvement in Star Wars research before this task force process 

winds up. So, why don't you go along with the Opposition's  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 questions in the Soviet 

about Soviet research, which we have reason to believe 

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 

purmose is not to anger the Americans, I don't like what they've 

done, but if we've learned one Iasson 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 

you flad it a bit theoretical and how much do you feel you have 

to look over your shoulder to the Prime Minister's office? 

CLARK: 	I don't find 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. 

7 ■■■■ 
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CNC: 	 Joe Clark, Minister of External Affairs, thank %7eDu 

for being on The House. 

CLARK: 	Thank you. 

* * * * * 
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Les relations extérieures du Canada elles sont 

ceux qu'elles sont mais voici tout de même- un -  -- 
/ 	. 

document neuf, ce livre que le Ministre Joe Clark.a déposé cette 

semaine et qui contient entre 47 pages seulement' çame parait bel 

et fort de synthèse des orientations, je cite:Orientàtions pour 

les relations extérieures du Canada et puis"  z . 

«compétitivité et et sécurité». 	 - z 

e . 

Jean Giroux: 	Bien, je suis resté,sur"-  ma faim sur le plan 
e 

économique, ,  j'ai été déçu. En particulier il y 

a une chose que je n'ai, pas compris, le tableau sur les Etats-Unis 

en première place d'aCcordi mais pourquoi la région Asie-pacifique 

après le Moyen-Orient et/après l'Afrique, pourtant le rebord 

du pacifique voilà longtemps qu'on nous dit que l'avenir c'est 

le rebord \du pacifique. Sommes-nous vendus de plus en plus 

aux Etats-Unis? 
(- ? 
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CBOF: 	 Oui, il y a une question, effectivement le document 

peut laisser croire que le Canada s'en va vers un 

statut de 51ème état d'Amérique. Moi aussi je suis un peu déçu 

c'est un document qui est déprimant, il est de couleur grise pour 

un document qui se prétend vert, c'est écrit gris sur blanc, 

dirait-on! 

Jean Giroux: 	C'est blanc sal à art ça. 

CBOF: 	 Mais il y a comme même un effort de changement là 

dedans, et on va entendre le Ministre Clark 

expliquer lui-même qu'il s'agit d'un véhicule. Il veut faire 

réfléchir les Canadiens, il veut même 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 

la politique extérieure canadienne s'était d'être aimé de tous et 

d'être ha I de personne. Bon alors là maintenant je crois que le 

titre... 

Jean Giroux: 	D'être craint de personne... 

CBOF: 	 Oui, to be feared by none, c'est ça... Mais le 

titre lui-même «compétitivité et sécurité» ça là, 

" .13 



3 

il y a une nouveauté. C'est bien la première fois qu'au Canada 

on lit la défense, la politique, la diplomatie - c'est ce qui 

s'appelle «sécurité», aux réalités commerciales et économiques 

internationales. 

Jean Giroux: 	Vous voulez dire qu'on le fait, qu'on l'écrit... 

CBOF: 	 Oui, qu'on le formule, c'est ça... qu'on le 

formule, je crois que le Ministre veut nous faire 

réfléchir là-dessus. Sur l'aide, sur le dollar, sur les accords 

multilatéraux, sur le GAFF, sur les questions très 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 voyez au 

parlement cette semaine à Ottawa tout le débat sur la tenue ou 

non des séances de travail là-dessus, mais en tout cas vraisembla-

blement les canadiens, auront, seront invités à réagir. J'ai 

rencontré le Ministre Clark jeudi; je lui ai dit: «Votre document 

ne m'apparaît pas neuf». Il s'est expliqué là-dessus, je lui 

ai dit: «Il n'y a pas beaucoup d'idées stimulantes, je ne sais 

pas si les canadiens vont vous en donnez à vous». Il a ri. Je 

lui ai dit en un mot: «Ce document c'est un document un peu 

conservateur». 

Joe Clark: 	Il y a comme la base du livre vert une approche 

qui roule au compte des traditions canadiennes, et 

ça c'est l'idée de base que nous devons considérer ensemble et 
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qui sont économiques et politiques. Peut-être pour vous c'est pas 

radical, mais dans les pensées traditionnelles de politiques 

étrangères-canadiennes cela c'est radical; et je crois que je 

veux dire deux choses: premièrement j'ai décidé d'avoir un. livre 

vert qui peut poser des questions et qui puisse servir de base, 

un véhicule d'une vaste discussion. J'étais impressioné par la 

réponse des canadiens sur la crise en Afrique, 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 intérêt dans des questions internationales avant. Je crois 

que probablement plusieurs canadiens avec une préoccupation 

économique n'ont pas pensé souvent, quotidiennement, à des questions 

internationales avant, et j'espère 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 problème dans un -plus grand contexte. 

J'ai donné les instructions à mes fonctionnaires d'envoyer le livre 

vert, pas juste aux écoles des études internationales, mais aussi 

aux chambresde commerces du pays, parce que je veux engager cette 

clientèle dans le débat. 

CBOF: 	 L'Adjoint de M. Clark avait aussitôt ajouté M. Shawn 

Brady, et les syndicats - il ne faut pas oublier les 

syndicats - et c'est vrai que la consultation s'amorce entre 

plusieurs centres de décisions d'Ottawa avec plusieurs partenaires 

provinciaux, les syndicats, le patronat, les gouvernements, et pas 
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seulement pour les questions politiques extérieures, mais presaue 

toujours sur les rapports avec notre voisin du sud. 

Giroux: 	 Alors, le livre vert propose deux réflexions qui 

ne sont pas neuves mais urgents. La première d'abord: 

CBOF: 	 L'économie canadienne elle est marchandée, 

principalement de matières premières plutôt que 

ts mrrrafacturés. Alors, les matières prmières ou semi-finis 

on les trouve à meilleur compte dans les autres régions du monde, 

et là 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 à notre avantage. 

Giroux: 	Et il y a un autre aspect aussi à considérer là... 

CBOF: 	 Bien ,cette économie canadienne -- c'est très 

clairement expliqué 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 été 

facilement, il doit apprendre à le devenir activement et rapidement. 

Joe Clark: 	La question de base pour nous est d'accépter que 

ce n'est pas possible pour nous avec un marché 



assez petit d'être compétitif avec les autres pays juste sur la 

base de notre marché, et ce n'est pas nouveau ça, mais je crois 

que c'était plus facile pour nous d'éviter cette réalité, peut-être 

retarder rendez-vous avec cette réalité dans le passé qu'on a eu 

eu une certaine période, un certain sense de luxe ici au Canada. 

Maintenant, je crois que la sitaution est beaucoup plus réaliste, 

nous avons une situation économique qui est difficile mais souvent 

les choses difficiles forcent les pays, les peuples de faire face 

aux réantes. 

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 

2 elle 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 dernière. 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 bientôt 30 de notre production doit être 

vendue à l'étranger, 28% doit être vendue à l'étranger, il faut 

comprendre ça. Comme .1a balance commerciale américaine est 

fortement déficitaire, ils achètent 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 qui sont entrain 

d'adopter aux Etats-Unis des mesures protectionnistes qui vont 

rendre nos affaires beaucoup plus difficiles. Ca c'est la menace, 

s'ils cessent d'acheter, d'acheter canadien, où est-ce qu'on va 

vendre nous, notre production? 

Clark: 	 L'intérêt du Canada n'est pas du tout limité ici. 

La plupart de notre commerce aujourd'hui c'est 

les Etats-Unis et ça 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 questions 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-à-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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WHAT FUTURE FOR DEVELOPMENT .ASSISTANCE  

CBC: 	 Now back to the Green Paper on Foreign Polic. 

One of the issues it's opened up is the future 

of development assistance - better known as foreign aid. \,The 

African crisis has given that subject a great deàl of iprominence. • 

Now the debate will be over whether we should- try..to'keep up our 

image as as an humanitarian donor or whether aid-7kshould be seen 

as a more commercial or political tool. 'Npuan Murray has a report. 

REPORTER: 	Canada spends almast two  billion dollars a year 
• - 

on foreign aid.\.The key player, CiDA. The Canadian 

International Development Agency. It's Head, Margaret Catley-

Carleson was told  no  t to..gi‘ie interviews on the Green Paper by 

her bosses at External Affairs. But she did at least have this 

comment on leaving a\committee meeting. 

CARLE$ON: 
•t!. 

What I hope will come out of it is more realization 

within Canada of the terrific roles Canadians have 

layeclin international development and the potential that international 

- 
t.rievelopment has to form linkages that will last this country into 

the twenty-first century. 	 ../2 



REPORTER: 	But will those be linkages of good will, or more 

commercial  .or political? Foe example, some people 

think we shouldn't give aid to countries who abuse human rights. 

Alex Kindy a Conservative MP from Alberta. 

KINDY: 	I think it's essential that the human rights should 

be linked to aid that we give to other countries. 

For instance, even Ethiopia where we have a dictatorship, communist 

dictatorship, then I think as long as they don't respect human 

rights we should be careful what we give them. 

REPORTER: 	But an even bigger contraversy, the so-called aid 

trade question. Should aid be tied to Canadian 

products, Canadian jobs and sales? Or is that in conflict with 

our moral responsibility to help the needy? 

KILLENS: 	I think there is room for both. A human approach 

and also tied with trade. There has to be. 

Therese Killens, a Liberal MP. When Èer party 

was in power it created an aid-trade fund, a further 

step in using aid money to subsidise Canadian exports. Lynn MacDonald 

of the NDP finds it offensive. 

MCDONALD: 	I think it's flagrantly immoral. Canadians want 

their aid money to be well spent and they want it 

genuinely to help the people who are the neediest. The aid agency... 
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REPORTER: 	She doesn't like how eighty per cent of the money 

we give directly to another country is tied to the 

use of Canadian goods and services. Bernard Wood agrees. He's 

with the North South Institute. 

WOOD: 	 Let's face the fact that Canada is already one of 

the very toughest among all the donors in the western 

world in squeezing the benefits for our own firms, our own institutes 

our own experts out of our aid dollars and I think that the amount 

of emphasis is totally inappropriate and unnecessary. 

REPORTER: 	The President of CIDA is on the record of supporting 

the commercialization of aid, but another government 

appointee disagrees. David MacDonald the Africa Relief Co-ordinator. 

MACDONALD: 	Two thirds, perhaps even the time is approaching 

to three quarters of the money we spend on aid is 

spent on ourselves. So in pumping up in a sense our own economic 

or industrial activity, I don't think it's very realistic, quite 

frankly, to suddenly untie a lot of our aid, but I think too much 

of our aid has been tied. So much so, that I think we have really 

distorted the kind of priorities that we could address in dealing 

with countries who want to get sensible and constructive aid, but 

not to receive things that are little or no use to them. 

REPORTER: 	But there is a strong industry lobby to turn foreign 

aid into an even bigger business opportunity for 

Canadian companies. 	And Frank Petrie of the Canadian Export 

Association makes no apologies. 
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PETRIE: 	We see no sin really in tying the aid programme 

to Canadian product. It has to come from somewhere 

and I'm 'sure that the Canadian taxpayer would prefer to see it 

come from Canada rather than from some other developed country. 

I look upon it the same as when you give money to your church or 

your favourite charity, you always get your tax receipt, you get 

a bit of a refund, something out of this. Similarly, I think when 

we give aid I see no sin at all in having some economic fall out 

for Canada. 

REPORTER: 	But some critics say the fall out is really for 

uncompetitive companies. Contracts have helped 

to prop up Massey Ferguson and de Havilland. Nigel Martin is 

with the Canadian Council for International Co-operation. It's 

an umbrella group for all the non-governmental agencies such as 

Oxfam. He says development aid is supposed to be aid for developing 

countries, not for Canada's self interest. 

MARTIN: 	If Canadians knew that the meagre percentage of 

their tax dollars, much less than one per cent, 

which in their mind is being used_for these humanitarian purposes 

is in fact being used to support uncompetitive Canadian industry, 

they would feel cheated. If our aid increasingly is seen as a 

political or self vested interest economic tool, then we stand 

LU loe our international respect that has taken generations to 

build up. 

REPORTER: 	Canada now spends seventy-one dollars a person each 

year on aid. 	That's .45 per cent of our gross 
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national product. However, the government is supposed to UD that 

to .7. Lester Pearson committed us to that back in 1969. 	But 

so far the Mulroney government has put off reaching that goal. 

Lynn McDonald of the NDP. 

MCDONALD: 	Our government has been very much too concerned 

to get the public relations out of aid, so that 

we've had the increases in the emergency aid for Africa, because 

that's dramatic, but at the saine time, the government did cut back 

cn 	 aid, including cut backs in areas which are affected 

by famine and I think that's disgraceful. 

REPORTER: 	That cut back was a hundred and eighty million dollars 

in the November economic statement. It came after 

the Liberals cut more than fifty million from aid in their last 

budget and many are worried aid is again vulnerable to cuts in 

next week's budget. Bernard Wood. 

WOOD: 	 My fear is that, with the other priorities and with 

the fact that there's nobody really to speak for 

the poor of the world in a Canadian election or around budget time 

in Canada, that it will be seen as a relatively easy target. 

REPORTER: 	Aid will be discussed by the joint Senate Commons 

Committee and the External Affairs Committee is 

also going to look into the question, and it will be part of studies 

into international trade and into export financing. And all 
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that will becolouredby just what is done to aid in the budget. 

For The House, l'in  Susan Murray, CBC News, Ottawa. 

CBC: 	 And coming up next is Eugene Whelan. 

* * * * * 

L.  
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GREEN PAPER 

CEC: 	 In forty-three pages and fifty-six questions, 

the Canadian government this week unveiled a 

foreign policy discussion paper. 	The Opposition irmirdiately 

denounced it as simplistic. 	Calling it a "Dick`and Jane" primer. 
\ 

The paper confirmed the already established thrust of Conservative 

government thinking toward closer trade and defence ties with Washington. 
, - ; 

A foreign policy shaped by economic self'interest. 	In our Ottawa 

studio we are joined by two retired Canadian diplomats. George 

Grandy is a former ambassador who served in seven postings, including 

Norway, South Africa and Sri Lanka. John Halstead is a former 

ambassador with six overseas postings to his credit, including 

Bonne, Brussels, Tokyo and London. 

Gentlemen, this discussion paper asks many more 

questions the/lit answers. What kind of shift in Canadian foreign 

policy-do you - think it indicates. 	Mr. Grandy. 

.-.GRANDY: 	 I think there's a bias there in favour of the 

status quo, if you wish, with a little more quo 
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if that means Washington. 

CBC: 	 And, Mr. Halstead. 

HALSTEAD: 	I think there is a difference on emphasis certainly 

with regard to defence. 	I see here more importance 

given to defence and a direct relationship between defence and 

the search for more effective influence in the world. 	I think 

that the emphasis on trade is not really new in itself, but there 

are perhaps two new important features in the way it's treated 

ere.  Ç. Ç:JUI:=2. with relation to the Canada/U.S. free tice 

agreement, that is new, and I think there's also a new feature 

in the connectizn between trade and the domestic elements of 

competitiveness. 	Productivity, R & D, investment, ,technological 

educztion and so on. This I see as a more explicit tying of these 

elements together. 

CEC: 	 Ey making these elements explicit, Mr. Grandy, is 

the government making a saleEiman out of Canadian 

diplomats? 

GRANDY: 	 Well, as far as I'm concerned, Canadian diplomats 

of any consequence were always salesmen. 	I remember, 

oh, ten, twelve years ago when I was in Norway, I spent a great 

deal of my time selling twin otter aircraft. 

CBC: 	 And were you successful at it? 

GRANDY: 	Yes. 
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HALSTEAD: 	Well I agree with that too. I think ambassadors 

have always been salesmen. 	Traditionally they 

sold their government's foreign and defence policies to the government 

to which they were accredited. Now-a-days they are selling much 

more than foreign and defence policies. 	In fact, they're selling 

national products across the whole spectrum of national life. Economic, 

scientific, technological, cultural and they're selling it to a 

wider audience. Not only to the government to which they are accredited, 

but to the public at large and to the media. 

CC: 	 ycvernment's discussion paper seems to push 

Canada closer yet to the U.S. orbit, economically 

and militarily. Mr. Grandy, do-you think that the government is 

perhaps weakening Canada's role and particularly reputation, among 

other nations? 

GRANDY: 	I don't think so, no. 	If we are to be closer to 

the United States, whatever that means, I think 

that will be viewed by any other sensible government as a natural 

thing for a country in Canada's position to do. 

HALSTEAD: 	I don't have any problem at all with the proposition 

that the U.S. is, and will remain, our most important 

ally and partner by far and this complex relationship requires 

careful management. I think what bothers me is, first the psychological 

effect on Canadians of living in the shadow of the United States, 

then the trend toward doing more and more of our business with 

the United States, our  total business  with the United States and 

then the lack of leverage because of the disparity of power and 
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I don't tink the Green Paper really comes to grips with these 

problems. To suggest that free trade with the United States 

is a good idea, but it doesn't  corne  up with solutions to the problems 

which would be created by reducing diversification of our trade 

still fu. er  and thus cutting down our room for manouevre. 

GRANDY: 	But John, surely a paper of this sort, you know 

what a Green Paper is, we've both written bits of 

them down through the years. A Gree Paper is not supposed to 

'`h ee.lutionm. 

HALSTEAD: 	No it isn't George, but I think it should come up 

with an analysis of the pros and cons of the various 

options that it's putting out and I .don't feel it's doing that 

adecuately. 

GRANDY: 	It's not always -  possible is it? They're supposed 

to have a year long review here, which incidentally, 

I think ds far too long a period for a review of any sort. 

EALSTEAD: 	Well, it may be, but I don't feel that the analysis 

of the pros and cons of the options is sufficiently 

detailed I must say. And I think this is going to prove to be 

a disadvantae to the paper. 

CBC: 	 Well both of you gentlemen in your long and distinguished 

careers as diplomats in the service of Canada, have 

seen the Canadian foreign policy role described as that of an honest 

broker, a helpful fixer and so on, do you feel that this Green 
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Paper and perhaps this government intend to divert Canada from 

that tradition? 

HALSTEAD: 	I think that what's more likely to harm Canada's 

role as an honest broker or a middle man is anv 

perception and I don't suggest there is, but any perception first 

that we may be playing someone else's game rather than our own, 

and second that we may not be pulling our weight or playing the 

game in the groupings to which we belong. 	In any case, I think 

the scope for being an honest broker and a middle man is restricted 

by a number of realities which we need to bear in mind. First 

of all we aren't neutral in the East/West equation and, therefore, 

we can't play a third force role in my view. 	I don't think we 

can be a mediator between the United States and Europe either, 

because that's not desired, but we could play a role as an interpretor. 

CBC: 	 Well gentlemen, if you could reflect back over your 

almost, I guess in both cases, more than thirty 

years of service to Canada through External Affairs, how would 

you say that the role of Canadian diplomacy has evolved. Mr. Grandy. 

GRANDY: 	Well, I think it's probably more realistic now. 

Right after the war, as you know, I think we had 

an inordinate amount of power for a country of our  importance in 

the world and that was for obvious reasons. We had emerged from 

the war as a very strong country economically, hardly touched at 

, all by the war and we had some very, very able civil servants and 

diplomats, notably, Mike Pearson. 	So we did tend to get involved 

in anything and everything of importance at that time in the inter- 
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national field. Over the years we have been brought down to size 

if you will, partly because other countries like Germany have assumed 

their proper role in the post-war world and then along came the 

last Liberal period and I don't want to be political, but it's 

true, that our emmhasis on NATO declined considerably in the last 

decade. Now I have the feeling that we are going to pull our 

weight a little more in the defensive field and NATO, in  NORD 

and I think that's all to the good. 

HALSTEAD: 	I think there is a tendency on the part of Canadians 

*...o look back at the sort of golden age of Canadian 

diplomacy after the war. There were some characteristics of the 

Pearson years where the emphasis was on multilateral institutions 

and on our helmful fixer roles as a.middle power in close co-operation 

with our war-time allies. In the Trudeau years there was a new 

order of mriorities with a domestic orientation and an emphasis 

on economic and social programmes over defence and on North/South 

to some extent over East/West. Today the emphasis seems to be 

on relations with the United States and on the search for greater 

competitiveness and more effective influence. 	I'm afraid that 

if one puts one's priority on excellent relations with the United 

States rather than putting it on the effective management Of the 

relationship in such a way as to serve the interests of both parties, 

one runs a risk of reducing one's bargaining power. 

CBC: 	 And do you believe that we are reduc,ing our bargaining 

power with the United States in the current circumstances? 

HALSTEAD: 	I do. 
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CBC: 	 Mr. Grandy. 

GRANDY: 	I don't. 	I'm a free trader from way back and I 

am not one of those who thinks that this will 

derogate from our sovereignty. 

HALSTEAD: 	Well I didn't say derogate from our sovereignty, 

I said reduce our bargaining power. 	I'm also a 

free trader, but I'm in favour a free trade across, not only across 

the boa'- C with one country, but across the board with as many countries 

us p 	 t I think is where the rub is. 	If you have 

free trade with a country with which you do four-fifths of your 

trade, then I think ft stands to reason that the degree cf demendence 

on that market becomes greater not less and that reduces your bargaining 

power. I think that's only logical. 

CEC: 	 Well, gentlemen, thank you very much. 	George Grandy, 

and John Halstead. Thank you for talking with 

us this morning. 

HALSTEAD: 	Thank you. 

GRANDY: 	Thank you. 

CBC: 	 Former Canadian diplomats, George Grandy and John 

Halstead were in our Ottawa studios. 

* * * * * 
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Hal:  is  the  CBC's Chief Political 

Correspondent, he's in Edmonton this weekend with 

the Prime Minister. 	David, we'll get to the Prime Minister's 

trip to the west in just a moment, but first, on the Green Paper. 

Are the Liberals and New Democrats likely to carry through with 

their threat to boycott those hearings on foreign policy, or will 

there be a compromise? 

HALTON: 	Well not much sign of a compromise so far, Larry. 

Neither of the Opposition parties are satisfied 

with Clark's offer to hold off a decision on the Star Wars issue 

until the Committee can hold public hearings on Star Wars. What 

in fact both the Liberals and NDP are insisting on is that the 

Committee must have the power to issue an interim report, not only 

on Star Was,-but on the prospects for new trade arrangements with 

the U.S. before the government makes decisions in both those areas. 

3C: 
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for b.oL: tne I.fcrals and the ND??  

HALTON: 	Well not only for the Opposition parties, but alsO 

in a sense for the government as well. There's 

a lot of high stakes brinkmanship involved, if you like, Larry. 

If the Omposition parties refuse to take part in this coramittee 

it won't sit at all. 	That will, of course, open them to charges 

of violating their parliamentary responsibilities and being the 

spoilers in the whole process. But on the government side, of 

:f 	• 	 doesn't sit, in that event the whole • 

foreign policy review process will come crashing to a halt. 

CBC: 	 David, on the Green Paper itself, it is a short 

document, about forty-three pages, but apparently 

has caused a great deal of wrangling in the cabinet and it's been 

criticised both inside and outside parliament. Certainly I found 

a lot of disappointment Larry with the paper among independent 

foreign policy experts. Their view is that the paper tends to 

state the obvious. That Canada, for example, can no longer take 

for granted its prosperity or its security, rather obvious bland 

phrases like Canada is an Arctic, Pacific and Atlantic nation. 

Africa is a vast continent. Also a lot of disappointment I think 

among foreign policy experts that key areas of foreign policy such 

as the Middle East and South Africa are dismissed in a few bland 

CBC: 	 And David, the paper also seems to take Canada further 

away from Pierre Trudeau's vision of a country less 
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dependent on the United States, more in tune with the countries 

of the 7iacific rim and more involved in the North/South dialogue? 

HALTON: 	Well I think that's right. There's a very pro- 

American thrust underlining the whole document. 

A lot more emphasis on the Soviet threat than any Liberal government 

in recent years would put into any kind ofpaper comparable to this. 

On the other hand, Larry, Clark isn't breaking with what vou might 

call the "Pearsonian" tradition in foreign policy. 	Canada's role 

as a middle power, as a helpful fixer in world trouble spots, what 

'.00 over-extended  in  cur forci= 

commitments right now, we've got to choose our priorities much 

more carefully. 

* * * * * 

- 
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INTERVIEW AVEC JOE CLARK  

CKCH 	 Mon invité ce matin monsieur Charles Joseph Clark,- 

ancien premier ministre du pays et actuellement secré-

taire d'Etat aux affaires extérieures. Monsieur Clark est né à -- 

High River en Alberta, le 5 juin 1939, ce qui lui fait -45 ans, il est 

diplomé en Histoires et en Sciences politiques de l'université d'Alberta 

et a fait carrière en journalisme et en sciences politiques avant de 

se lancer en politique. Il fut élu pour la première fois à la Chambre 

des communes en 1972, il deviendra chef ,eu parti - progressiste conser-

vateur le 22 février 1976 et conduira son parti à la victoire lors 

des élections du 22 mai 1979. Son gouvernement est toutefois minori-

taire et il sera rapidement défait-én Chambre sur le budget. Battu 

aux élections qui a1laient 2 s'ed-suivre, le 18 février 1980, Joe Clark 

allait être remplacé par Brian.Mulroney comme chef du parti. Depuis 

l'arrivée au pouvoir. du.  gouvernement Mulroney en septembre dernier 

monsieur Clark s'est vu confié le ministère des affaires extérieures, 

c'est notre invité cette semaine. Monsieur Clark bonjour! 

Bonjour! 

Monsieur Clark vous avez présenté mardi dernier à la 
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Chambre des communes un important document qui porte sur la politique 

extérieure du Canada. Il faut, selon ce que dit le document, que le 

Canada soit à la fois puissant sur le plan économique et influant dans 

la cause de la paix et de la sécurité. Jusque là ça va? 

CLARK: 	 Ça va. 

CKCH: 	 Vous :proposez pour y arriver différentes solutions 

sur lesquelles on ne reviendra pas, elles ont déjà 

faites la manchette au cours des derniers jours, ce que j'aimerais savoir 

de vous ce matin c'est quelles sont les solutions que vous préconisez 

personnellement pour arriver à ces objectifs? 

CLARK: 	 Premièrement je crois que le processus est important, 

le processus d'une consultation publique en ce qui 

concerne la question des politiques internationales pour deux raisons. 

Premièrement, je crois que c'est bien important pour nous d'élargir 

la compréhension canadienne que les questions qui dans le passé ont 

semblé les questions locales sont en fait les questions internationales. 

Comme par exemple les questions de l'environnement, c'était une question 

domestique, aujourd'hui avec le pluies acides c'est une question inter-

nationale. Prenez le cas du boeuf, du poisson, historiquement au 

Québec, en Alberta c'était des questions bi-locales. Aujourd'hui c'est 

une question affectée par les négociations internationales. Et je 

crois qu'un de nos objectifs c'est de encourager les canadiens à compren-

dre toute la perspective internationale dans laquelle nous devons agir. 

Aussi je suis démocrate, je suis si vous voulez populiste, je revois 

les citoyens dans une position à participer directement dans la formula-

tion de notre politique. Ça touche le processus, vous avez posé une 
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question en ce qui concernait mes propres préoccupatichs ou orienta-

tions certaines je veux laisser au rapport du comité. Mais certaines 

sont bien claires. Par exemple, je crois que c'est essentiel pour le 

Canada de renforcer les institutions internationales comme par exemple 

les Nations-Unies, ou par exemple l'accord qu'on peut mettre, les négo-

ciations sur le commerce international. 

CKCH: 	 Ce qui semblait acquis aussi monsieur Clark c'est la 

volonté du Canada de se rapporcher des Etats-Unis. 

Que se soit en matière de commerce, ou en matière de défense. 

CLARK: 	 Nous avons une relations avec les Etats-Unis qui est 

inévitable parce que nous sommes pas juste les voisins 

mais nous sommes, nous avons une relation commercial qui est forte et 

si, par exemple, les forces aux Etats-Unis qui parlent aujourd'hui des 

mesures protectionnistes, si on a un succès les mesures protectionnistes 

seront une vraie menace aux emplois ici au Québec et à travers le Canada 

et nous devons avoir les moyens pour protéger les emplois, les intérêts 

canadiens contre les actions protectionnistes américaines. C'était pour 

cette raison que monsieur Mulroney et monsieur Reagan a eu le sommet 

à Québec, mais d'avoir une relation partielle avec les Etats-Unis n'est 

pas une limitation sur notre indépendance, de flexibilité côté politique. 

Encore prenez le cas du Nicaragua où les américains viennent de prendre 

une position ferme et claire, une position que le Canada n'est pas capa-

ble d'appuyer. Nous l'avons dit que nous pensons que vous avez tord, 

ce n'est pas une bonne position et pour notre part, premièrement nous 

n'avons aucune intention d'être impliqué dans notre politique, deuxiè-

mement nous avons une intention bien claire et ferme à continuer les 

p-rogrammes canadiens pour encourager le développement économique,social 

• • • 4 



- 4 - 

du Nicaragua. La chose essentielle là est que même avec les relations 

commerciales importantes et étroites ça reste bien possible pour le 

Canada d'indiquer une flexibilité, une indépendance dans les questions 

politiques et mime une influence potentielle. C'est possible pour 

nous, comme les amis des américains de dire à eux: «Attention dans 

ce cas-ci peut-être vous devriez reconsidérer ce que vous êtes en 

train de faire». 

CKCH: 	 Et vous pensez que le Canada pourrait réussir à garder 

une certaine forme d'autonomie? Est-ce que sa crédi-

bilité e l'échelle internationale n'en serait pas entachée par exemple? 

CLARK: 	 Nous avons une crédibilité à l'échelle internationale 

qui est forte, forte, forte qui n'était pas limitée , 

par les politiques, nous avons discuté avec les américains parce que 

le monde comprend qu'en même temps que nous sommes en train de discuter 

les relations commerciales avec les Etats-Unis, nous sommes en train 

aussi de discuter des relations commerciales avec les pays de l'Asie 

et du Pacifique en fait je crois que la plus grande croissance dans 

notre commerce international dans les années à venir sera dans la région 

de l'Asie et le Pacifique et pas aux Etats-Unis. Et les soviétiques 

par exemple, ils comprennent que mime si nous avons des relations 

étroites avec les américains, nous avons aussi renouvelé nos relations 

bi-latérales avec l'Union Soviétique, je viens de visiter l'Union Sovié-

tique et nous avons discuté précisément les possibilités d'échanges 

dans le domaine de technologie nordique etc... 

CKCH: 	 On reviendra la-dessus un peu plus tard au cours de 

l'émission si vous voulez, est-ce que le document que 
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vous avez présenté la semaine dernière aux Communes n'est pas surtout 

un document économique dans la mesure où même des questions de défenses 

aussi importantes que le projet de guerre des étoiles du président 

américain par exemple, et ramener dans ce document dans une perspective 

économique, et je pense citer le document au texte quand je dis que 

l'initiative de défense stratégique pourrait plonger le Canada dans 

l'option nucléaire tout en lui procurant des retombées technologiques 

considérables. Est-ce que c'est pas encore là l'aspect économique 

qui prime sur l'aspect défense? 

CLARK: 	 Nous avons cherché, nous avons cherché de shocker si vous 

vculez parce que nous pensons que dans le passé il n'y 

a pas eu une attention adéquate aux dimensions économiques de notre 

politique étrangère et nous avons dans le livre vert, nous avons parlé 

de tous les sujets traditionnels d'une politique étrangère et puis nous 

avons ajouté une dimension économique, je crois que c'est pas juste de 

dire que les questions économiques affectes toutes les autres considé-

rations, mais ce que nous avons dits et que c'est essentiel dans la, 

quand on considère ce que nous pouvons faire dans le monde,qu'on consi-

dère ensemble nos obligations économiques et politiques et ça pour 

deux raisons. La première est que c'est impossible à séparer comme une 

question réelle, impossible à séparer les dimensions politiques d'une 

question de dimension économique. Dans le passé récent nous avons 

essayé d'ignorer cet aspect économique et le résultat est que le Japon 

a un plus grand commerce que nous, que la productivité des autres pays 

est plus efficace que le nôtre, que nous sommes en train de perdre 

notre position du leadership et l'autre partie de la question est que 

si nous voulons continuer notre programme efficace dans le développement 

international, nous devons avoir l'argent pour payer. Ce n'est pas 
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juste la bonne volonté du Canada qui est importante dans les pays 

du tiers monde. C'est l'argent du Canada. Pour avoir l'argent nous 

devons la gagner ici et dans cette perspective notre capacité d'avoir 

une économie forte est bien importante pour maintenir nos capacités 

d'être actif au sein international. 

CKCH: 	 D'accord monsieur Clark on va s'arrêter là-dessus, on 

va faire une courte pause, dans quelques instants nous 

recevons le ministre québécois des affaires inter-gouvernementales 

monsieur Pierre-Marc Johnson pour discuter de cet ambitieux projet 

constitul7ionne1 qui a été présenté vendredi car le .premier mini,ztre 

du Québec, monsieur René Lévesque. A tout de suite. 

* * * * * 





POLITIQUE ÉTRANGÈRE: , 

Joe Clark en appelle 

• cornme• l'appartenance à 
l'OTAN, au système de défense 
nord-américain ou au GATT — 
qui ne sont tout simplement pas 
négociables. 

Il Le Ministre de la Défense, 
Eric Nieisen, prépare de son 
côté un Laine blanc sur la Dé-
fense. Toutes les décisions sur 
la sécurité risquent donc d'étre 
arrêtées avant que le comité 
parlementaire ne transmette 
ses recommandations au gou-
vernement. 

• Le ministre du Commerce,.  
* James Relleher, vient de termi- -- 

nec ses consultations sur la po11- 
• tique commerciale. Le Canada 

s'est engagé à faire connaltre 
sa position à l'administration 

' américaine sur les relations 
commerciales entre les deux 
pays avant la fin de cette année. 

• Il semble que le document de 
mardi prochain mettra l'accent 
sur l'interdépendance économi-
,que des nations. Les relations 

MICHEL.  
î VASTEL 

• 

de notre bure« 
d'Ottawa 
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LA PRESSE 
gi Mardi i) roc h ain — avec 
F .  deux mois de retard — le 
secrétaire d'E:tat aux Affaires 
extérieures déposera aux Com-
munes son Livre vert sur la po-
Utique étrangère canadienne. 
!oc Clark « parie sur la maturi-
té des Canadiens et leur offre 
pour la première fois l'occasion 
d'un vrai débat. • Mais il se 
lance dans une course contre la 
montre, en raison de la hale de 
Brian Mulroney de faire plaisir 
à Bonald Reagan. 

:D'abord annoncé pour la fin 
de février. le Livre vert a été 
revu et corrigé plusieurs fois 
par le comité des priorités du 
Cabinet et par le bureau du pre-
mier ministre lui-même. 

Quel que sois son contenu, ce 
document de politique étrangè-
re n'en constituera pas moires 
une première. Ce sera la pre-
mière fois ,  en effet, que le gou-
vernement donne au Parlement 
et à l'opinion publique canadien-
ne l'occasion d'un vrai débat 
sur la politique étrangère. 

Selon toutes les indications en 
effet. le Livre vert sera soumis 
à un mmité conjoint des Com-
munes et du Sénat. La méthode 
retenue par Joe Clark ne de-
vrai( pas surprendre. En 1979, 
50f1 gouvensemerst avait en effet 
tenté le même exercire. Mais le 
ministre d'alors, Mme Flore 
Macdonald, n'avait pas eu le 
temps de le mener à terme. 

Joe Clark n'a jamais caché • 
son souci d'associer le parle-
ment à l'élaboration des politi= 
ques gouvernementales. On 
rappelle volontiers, dans son en-
tourage, qu'il a déjà créé un 
précédent en 1981 en obligeant 

gouvernement Trudeau à sou-
mettre son pmjet constitution-
nel à un comité spécial des 
Communes et du Sénat. 

.Le gouvernement de Pierre 
Trudeau avait lui-même procé-
dé à plusieurs révisions de sa 
politique étrangère mals sana 
»Mais la soumettre à un débat. 
En 1969, le Parlement fédéral 
lui-mente avait discuté de politi-
que étrangère, mais le premier 
ministre avait tout ignoré de 
l'exercice lors de la publication, 
en 1970. de sa • politique étran-
gère au service des Cana-. 
diens. • 

Avaient suivi en 1971 un «Li-
vre blanc sur la défense., n. 
1 e72 un document sur la • iroi- 

• sième option •, en 1975 une 
stratégie de développement 

International., en 1980 un mé-
moire sur la politique du  •  Bila-
téralisme en 1981 une • stra-
tégie 	en 	matière 
d'exportations • et même, au 
printemps de 1981, une • Révi-
sion • de la politique canadienne 
de relations extérieures que le 

• gouvernement n'a jamais 
rendue publique. - 

Malgré tous les efforts que 
Joe Clark et son ministère des 
Affaires extérieures ont mis 
dans la préparation de leur Li-
vre vert, leur leadership sur la 
politique étrangère canadienne 
soulève quelques doutes. Le fait 
que ce Livre soit • vert • plutôt 
que • blanc • laisse entendre 
que les Parlementaires pour-
ront en faire ce qu'ils veulent. 
La portée de cet exercice de 
consultation n'en sera pat 
moins limitée. 

Mill y a des éléments de la po-
litique étrangère canadienne —  

econommues, commerciales en 
particulier ,  y tiendront une pla-
ce importante. 

Quel que soit l'appétit deg au-
tres membres du cabinet, -et du 
premier ministre en particulier, 
de se mêler d'affaires interna-
tionales, 11 serait prématuré 
d'en conclure que Joe Clark 
s'est fait dépouiller du squelette 
de sa politique étrangère. Ce qui 
reste à la table des matière* du 
Livre vert est énorrne. 

• Le Canada devra bien un 
jour prendre position sur Ri 
participation à plusieurs organi-
sations internationales, comme 
l'Organliation des Etats améri-
cains, le Commonwealth et la 
Francophonie, sans compter 
l'éventuelle participation à des 
cartels internationaux pour le 
commerce. 

• La politique d'aide au déve-
loppement et ses liens avec le 
commerce international ont tou-
jours intéressé les conserva-
teurs. Il y aura probablement 
des changements, dam ce do-
maine, par rapport aux politi-
ques de l'arcien gouvernement. 

• La politique canadienne de 
l'immigration n'a pas fait, elle 
non plus, l'objet d'une révision 
importante depuis longtemps ,  
sauf pour ce qui est du contin-
gentement annuel. 

• La qualité de l'environne-
ment (les  pitdes acides et les ré-
serves aquatiques), de même 
que la souveraineté sur l'espace 
(les télécommunications), n'ef-
fleuraient méme pas l'esprit de 
Pierre Trudeau, en 1970, et 
n'ont jamais été sérieusement 
analysées, dans le cadre d'une 
politique de relations extérieu-
res. 

III fi existe enfin toute une 
_ série de stretégies sectorielles 

— les pêches et océans, les mi-
nes et métaux, l'agro-alimental-
re, les industries foresUéres, les 
transports, pour n'en citer que 
quelques-unes — qul pourraient 
bien donner lieu à des débats 
longs et ardus. 

Le Parlement n'aura pas trop 
d'une année pour épuiser cet 
agenda. Joe aark semble déci-
dé à • mettre le Parlement et 

- les Canadiens dans le- coup*. 
Mais tout le monde se pnse la 
méme question: • Brian Multo-

, ney aura-t-li la patience d'aile> 
• dre? • 	• • 

ç 	La bataille n'est pas jouée. 
En laissant son ministre lancer 
le débat, le premier ministre a 
peut-être, sans le soupçonner, 
ouvert une boite de Pandore. La 
preuve que le gouvernement 
s'engage sans doute sur un 
terrain  m iné: les libéraux sien- 

• nent  eux-mêmes de créer un 
. groupe de travail pour lancer 

leur propre enquête sut' le 
terrain. 
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He's been ignored, and he's made mistakes, 
:-but our external affairs man" hangs tough-- 



OTTAWA — Joe Clark is a trophy. 
lie is mounted at Prime Minister Brian 
uironey's cabinet table, a symbol of a 
tee-dangerous political beast, hunted 
O,,n and defeated. 
Occasionally, four or five times in the 
• seven months. Mulroney talks with 
m privately about his work as secretary 
state for external affairs. 
More frequently he digs at him, not vi-
ously, but with a kind of languid indif-
retlee. 
When it happens in public, as it did at 
e Bonn summit when Mulroney dismiss-
t Clark's concern nver Nicaragua. Clark 
rnply sets his slightly réd face and takes 

Clark has,  one of his friends said, an 
inbelievable tolerance for humiliation." 
Mulroney does not agree with the wide-
read public perception of Clark as a 
an hanging on to a job  he loves — and 
es very well — at considerable cost to 
s self-respect. 
"Sure, there was tension a first," Mulro-
.y said. "It is a unique circumstance 
wing one prime minister serving in the 
thinet of anothrr. So the media focuses 
t any differences we may have that 
fluid he ignored if it was another minis-
-r. 
"But Joe is more at  rase, more comfort-
Ae with me and the job than he was. I 
m almost put my finger on the time that 
happened. lt was after the Manitoba 

siguage issue and the Medicare issue. I 
sink .loe respected the way I dealt with 
tose things. 

'Powerful elite' 
"I listen to Joe Clark. There is not a sin-

le person in caucus who would tell you 
herwise." 
Indeed, Mulroney has gone out of his 
ay in caucus to praise Clark, calling him 
se  "finest foreign secretary we have ever 
ad." 
Nonetheless, there are gut-fighters in 

nth the Mulroney and Clark camps who 
re happy to leak stories of Mulroney 
ressing down Clark for referring to a 
, owerful elite of journalists" out to sabo-
see the Conservative government or of 
sinisterial fury at being sabotaged him-
!If bv Erik Nielsen, the deputy prime 
tinisier. 
Clark's supporters say that any mis-

ikes that have been made, any differ-
'Ices between Mulroney and the Clark, 
ave not been matters of substance — 
process rather than policy," they say. 
But the matter of Clark's acute public 

Inbarrassment at not being told by Niel-
?n of the U.S. invitation for Canada to 
she  part in Star Wars research — Clark 
ad denied any such offer — still rattles 
!a cups at the Lester 13. Pearson Building 
n Sussex Drive. 
The fact that Cy Taylor, the Canadian 

mbassador to the North Atlantic Treaty 
rganization (NATO) failed, apparently 
t Nielsen's instruction, to pass the offer 
-1 to his boss immediately left Clark 
visting in the wind. 
But, ask external affairs ministry peo-, 

le. what was Taylor to do? Defy Mufro-
ey's second-in-command? 
On another occasion, Clark had to pub-
:1y apologize for his lack of knowledge 
)out  warnings of a possible terrorist at-
tek on the Turkish embassy in Ottawa 
id for his lukewarm defence of a Cana-
an  journalist imprisoned in India. 
All of this, of course, is fodder for the 
wernment's critics both in the House of 
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1 le's been ignored, and he's mlgs gi_  dneintiostuakes,i  

—but  our external affairs ntan i 
In a department 	big, curibe me 

. 	 and elitist as external affairs there no - 
Commons and in the Senate, 	 universal agreement about aark's per- 

Former Liberal exte rnal affairs 	formance. But he does bring an acute 
ter Allan MacEachen, now Opposition  1  sense of how government operates as-well 
leader in the Senate, said privately,  he  1 as intelligence and humanity, all nia,lor 
would have been 'very, very upset" if his • benefits- 
prime minister, Pierre Trudeau, treated 	Colleagues say Clark works far too  bard  

, him as he claims Mulroney treats Clark. 	and sometimes is both tired and nertous, 
Ile told the Senate, with reference to  1 a condition that can lead to mistakes.; 	. 

blulroney's Bonn statement he was "not 	More difficult for him is the long tall of 
surprised" the United States did not in- r  humiliating imagery he must drag behind g form Canada of Washington's plans for a him. 
trade embargo on Nicaragua after Clark 	Tory guru Dalton Camp once said: 
said it was a matter of regret, that such "Clark is a hard man to find in a crowd; 

his magnetic field Is small, aura has not , 
. "repudiation" is dangerous. 	 yet encompassed him; he is easily lost" 

"I am wondering whether the prime  1 	Magnetic  field  minister understands the damage he is 
doing, not only to the secretary of state 	To sit in the magnetic field of a man 
for external affairs but also to Canada, 	like Mulroney makes Clark seem unat- 
when he takes that kind of approach — 	 tractive and lost no matter how ha may 
that is, not to take seriously a policy state- 	caper for attention. 
ment by his own minister," blacEachen 	While Clark's wimpish Image was rein- 
asked. 	 forced during the early months of his 

There is no question among external af- 	ministry — losing confidential message 
fairs veterans tha t the department 	tapes, stumbling over the press — he has , 
watches very closely the c.lout their minis- 	lately been gaining ground. 
ter has with the prime minister. 	 Ile hired his own departmental photog- 

- 	rapher to accompany him on a trip to the 
Said one former  external affairs minis- Soviet Union as part of a new "Media 

ter who asked not to be identified: "I strategy." The trip itself was,  by  all ac-
know when I got to the department, their 
eyes were on the prime minister's office, 

I oe Clark continues 
is Pilgrine.s Progress 

Val Sears Toronto Star 

ing much attention to Clark if he does not 
appear to have the support and confi- 
dence of the prime minister. 	• : • 

• "Every prime minister likes to perliorm 
on the world stage," he said, but he must 
be in close public contact with  bis  chief. 

- diplomat 
Jody White, a long-time Clark loyalist 

, and now his chief of staff, says she loses no 
time worrying about old feuds betr 

1 

 
Clark and Mulroney. 

"Mulroney chose to put Clark in the 
cabinet and Clark chose to go," she Said: 
"They go back a long way together, back 
to Duff Roblin and Diefenbaker, so 'they 

f -.see the world alike-" - 

tionship the media puts them both der 
White says because of their unique4elat 

a microscope. 

counts, a great media success. 
And, while he has looked uncomfortable - - 

not on their minister. I had to change as his brother, Peter, and sister-In-law, 
that  Now, 1 have no doubt, they are eye- Marcia, vrere identified recently as feed-
ing the prime minister's office again." ing at the Tory patronage trough, Clark 

lie added that it is not only the depart-. escaped with little more than a squirm. 
ment watching where the power lies, but : The Ottawa Citizen, in a report card on 
every other government that has to deal the cabinet, gave Clark a C-, and Toronto 
with Canada. Sun columnist Doug Fisher offered him a 

Ile noted, as did MacEachen, that other  1 B, a short While later. 
foreign ministers are not going to be pay- • Clark, as always, appears entirely 
  oblivious to his ratings either from the 

•press, the prime minister-, or his friends. 
Ile retires as many evenings as he can 

to his new home across the the river In 
• Quebec. It is a pleasant, rambling place on 
, a huge lot beside a golf course. It has -a 
, swimming pool, although Clark claims he 
. doesn't swim because his head sinks. 

Neither he nor his wife, Maureen • 
McTeer, now practising law in Ottawa, 
.get there as much as they would like . 

From time to time they a ll  go baek to 
Alberta, to his home town of High River 
or to his riding, Yellowhead. 

It Is a country, Clark feels, best de 
scribed hy his favorite author Wallace. 
Stegner in his book, Wolf Willow. 

As Stegner writem "It is a country to 
breed mystical people, egocentric people, 
perhaps poetic people. But not humble 
•ones. Puny yoià may feel there, and mil-
nerable. but not unnoticed." 	• ... 

Certainly not as secretary of state for 
. external affaire 

Or a trophy. , 	 e 
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Conservatives plan 
to present review 

of foreign policy 
OTTAWA (CP) — A long-

awaited foreign policy re-
view paper will be tabled in 
the Commons tomorrow, 
marking the first overhaul of 
Canadas  foreign policy since 
1970. 

The paper, promised soon 
after the Conservatives took 
office last September, has 
gone through several drafts 
and has been delayed longer 
than External Affairs Minis-
ter Joe Clark originally 
hoped. 

A green paper is a discus-
sion paper — as opposed to a 
white paper, which sets out 
government policy — and 
Mr. Clark has said that while 
his is a short document, it 
will ask many questions and 
cover a range of topics, from 
trade and foreign aid to 
peacekeeping troops and 
Canada's role in internation-
al events. 

But it is not intended to 
question such basic issues as 
Canada's mernbership in the 
United Nations or the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, Mr. Clark told the Cana-
da-Japan Society in Tokyo in 
December. 

"Those and others- are 
givens," he said. "Rather, it 
will offer Canadians an op-
portunity to examine our 
relative place in the world — 
how we are doing in compari-
son to other nations and what 
we can do to improve our 
position." 

The paper will be referred 
to a special committee of 
MPs and senators empo-
wered to travel, hold public 
hearings and make recom-
mendations to the Govern-
ment, preferably within a 
year. 

"There will be evident in it 
(the paper) some basic 
points of depa rture from 
traditional Canadian foreign 
policy," he said in a Febru-
ary interview with The 
Edmonton Journal. 

He explained the main dif-
ference during the Tokyo 
speech late last year: "The 
review will concentrate . . . 
on economic policy, which is 
something new for a foreign 
policy review." 

The foreign policy review 
will likely touch on many 
defence-related issues, even 
though Defence Minister 
Erik Nielsen plans a white 
paper in the fall. Mr. Clark is 
also bound to include refer-
ences to major international  

sore points — conflicts in 
Central Arnerica and the 
Middle East and the debt 
problems of developing coun-
tries. 



Première revision depuis 1970 

Clark publiera mardi 
un livre vert sur 
la politique étrangère 

OTTAWA (PC) — Le ministre 
des Affaires extérieures, M. Joe 
Clark, a finalement annoncé que 
son livre vert sur la politique 
titrangère serait présenté aux 
Communes mardi. Promis peu de 
temps après l'arrivée an pouvoir 
des conservateurs, le document a 
pris la forme de plusieurs ébau-
ches et a été retardé par d'autres 
affaires dont le ministère a do 
s'occuper. 

Ce livre vert constitue la pre-
mière révision de la politique ca-
nadienne en matière d'affaires 
étrangères depuis 1970. Par op-
position au livre blanc, qui pré--
sente une politique gouvernemen-
tale, le livre vert présente des 
propositions soumises au débat 
Public. M. Clark a indiqué que son do-
cument n'était pas volumineux, 
mais qu'il posait de nombreuses 
questions et couvrait un bon nom-
bre de domaines, allant du com-
merce à l'aide extérieure, en pas-
sant par le maintien de la paix et 
le rôle du Canada dans les évé-
nements internationaux. 

Un comité extraordinaire, 
tanné de t'épatés et de sénateurs, 
étudiera le livre vert. Le comité 
voyagera, tiendra des audiences 
publiques et fera des recomman-
dations au gouvernement Ils bé-
néficieront d'un an pour s'acquit- 

ter de cette tàche. 
M. Clark avait aussi déclaré à 

un journal d'Edmonton que son 
document se distinguerait de l'at-
titude canadienne traditionnelle. • 
La révision traitera surtout de po-
litique économique, ce qui est 
nouveau dans le domaine de la po-. 
Utique étrangère. Il n'est pas non 
plus dans la tradition  dintégrer  le 
commerce, l'éducation, la recher-
che et le développement dans - 
cette politique et, selon les dires 
du ministre, il était temps que 
cela change. 

On s'attend aussi à ce que le li-
vre vert traite des relations avec 
les pays du Pacifique et avec ra-
trique du Sud, ainsi que de cer-
tains débats importants dans le 
monde comme les conflits en 
Amérique centrale et au Moyen-
Orient on la dette des pays en 
voie de développement. 

M. Clark a aussi indiqué que 
son livre voulait stimuler l'étude • 
du rôle du Canada dans les insti
tutions internationales. Selon lui, 
le pays pourrait peut-être bénéfi-
cier d'une participation plus ac-
!ive au sein du Commonwealth. 

Il a également déjà mentionné 
que le livre vert provoquerait un 
débat aux Communes au sujet de 
la sécurité extérieure et des rets-
Uons avec les Etats-Unis en ma-
Uère de défense. 

me'? 13 LE DEVOIR 
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A fresh foreign face 
Clark has dropped several hints during the last 

few months about what to expect in the paper. 
"There will be evident in it some basic points of 

departure from traditional Canadian foreign policy," 
he has said. 

"The review will concentrate, to a relatively large 
extent, on economic policy, which is something new 
for a foreign policy review." . 

Although trade. education, research and develop-
ment have not traditionally been considered part of 
foreign policy, irs time they were, he said. 

oTl'AWA tCP) — Joe Clark's green paper on Can-
ada's foreign policy — the first overhaul of foreign 
policy since 1970 — will be tabled in the 'louse 
toinot row. 

While Clark has said his discussion paper is a 
short (Wurtient, it will ask a lot of questions and 
cover a lot of ground from trade to foreign aid, 
peacekeeping trnops and Canada's role in interna- 

JOE CLARK 
Asks a lot of questions 

our position." 
The paper will be referred to a special committee 

of Mrs and senators empowered to travel, hold pub-
lic hearings and make recommendations to the gov-
ernment, preferably within a year. 

Clark is determined that ordinary Canadians get 
involved in the review of foreign policy because, he 
said during a speech in Toronto in February. it can 
have as much effect on their lives as economic 
issues. 

"I think Canadian foreign policy has, for too long, 
been the preserve of what a bolder man would call 
an elite." 

tional events tional events 
But it is not intended 

to question such basic 
issues as Canada's mem-
bership in the UN or 
NATO, he told the Can-
ada-Japan Society in 
Tokyo last December. 

"Those and others are 
givens," he said. 
"Rather, it will offer 
Canadians an opportu-
nity to examine our rela-
tive place in the 
world — how we are 
doing in comparison to 
other nations and what 
we can do to improve 
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Joe Clark, ministre des Allaites extérieures 

M. Clark avait sus-  1 
si déclaré à un jour-
nal d'Edmonton que 
son document se dis-
tinguerait de l'attitu-
de canadienne tradi• 
tionnelle. La révision 
traitera surtout de 
politique économique. 
ce qui est nouveau 
dans le domaine de la 
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OTTAWA (PC) — Le ministre des Affaires 
extérieures, M. Joe Clark, a finalement an-
noncé que son livre vert sur la politique 
etrangère serait présenté aux Communes de-
main. Promis peu de temps après l'arrivée au 
pouvoir des conservateurs, le document a 
pris la forme de plusieurs ébauches et a été 
retardé par d'autres problèmes dont le minis-
tère a dû s'occuper. 

Le livre vert sur la politique 
étrangère demain aux Communes 

• Ce livre vert repré-
sente la première ré-
vision de la politique 
canadienne en matiè-
re d'affaires étrange- 

res depuis 1970. Par 
opposition au livre 
blanc, qui présente 
une politique gouver-
nementale, le livre 

vert est un document 
présentant des propo• 
sitions qui seront 
soumises à discus-
sion. 

M. Clark a indiqué 
que son document 
n'était pas volumi-
neux, mais qu'il po-
sait de nombreuses 
questions et couvrait 
un bon nombre de do-
maines. allant du 
commerce à l'aide 
extérieure, en passant  

par le maintien de la 
paix et le rôle du Ca-
nada dans les événe-
ments internationaux. 

Le livre vert sera 
étudié par un comité 
spécial formé de dé-
putés et de sénateurs 
autorisés à voyager, à 
tenir des audiences 
publiques et a faire 
des recommandations 
au gouvernement. Ils 
bénéficieront d'un an 
pour s'acquitter de 
celte tache.  

politique étrangère. Il 
n'est pas non plus 
dans la tradition d'in-
tégrer le commerce, 
reducation, la recher-
che et le développe-
ment dans cette poli-
tique et, selon les di-
res du ministre, il 
était temps que cela 
change. 

On s'attend aussi à 
Ce que le livre vert 
traite des relations 
avec les pays du Pa- 

cifique et avec l'Afri-
que du Sud, ainsi que 
de certains débats im-
portants dans le mon-
de comme les conflits 
en Amérique centrale 
et au Moyen-Orient 
nu la dette des pays 
en voie de développe-
ment. 

M. Clark a aussi 
indiqué que son livre 
voulait stimuler l'étu-
de du rôle du Canada 
dans les institutions 

Internationales, Selon 
lui, le pays pourrait 
peut-être bénéficier 
d'une participation 
plus active au sein du 
Commonwealth. 

Il a également déjà 
mentionné que le li-
vre vert provoquerait 
un débat aux Com-
munes au sujet de la 
sécurité extérieure et 
des relations avec les 
Etats-Unis en matière 
de défense. 
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PM turns cool 
on Star Wars 

OTTAWA — It's less than two months since 
the  Mulroney government started preparing 
public opinion for a decision favorable to U.S. 
President Ronald Reagan's Strategic Defence 
Initiative — the Star Wars scheme. 

Now, it's not clear that this is what our lead-
ers really want 

In late March the prime minister was hinting 
at a bonanza of jobs from Canadian participa-
tion in the Star Wars program. 

Defence Minister Erik Nielsen talked about 
the economic benefits, and External Affairs 
Minister Joe Clark sug,gested that through Star 
Wars, Canada might "carry on its tradition of 
being involved in peaceful uses of space." 

Since then. Prime Minister Brian Mulroney 
has stressed his lack of enthusiasm for the 
whole idea. The political climate has changed 
sharply between  Mardi  and May. 

Then. Mulroney was fleshed with the after-
glow of his Quebec City singalong-with-Ronnie. 
Since then. Reagan has been through an unsuc-
cessful summit, and Mulroney has come home 
from the same event diminished rather than ex-
alted by his frantic attempt to con the press into 
believing he was the star. 

At the Roma summit, Clark criticized Wash-
ington for failure to warn Canada in advance of 
its trade embargo against Nicaragua. Mulroney 
dismissed the criticism, but confirmed that 
Canada would not support the embargo. 

On his return to Ottawa be boasted of what be 
quaintly called this "declaration of indepen-
dence." Since he had attacked the Trudeau gov-
ernment for being too independent of Washing-
ton, this sounded like admitting we had entered 
a period of dependence in September, happily 
emerging from it In May. 

Answer expected In June 
The govenment refused to accept the U.S. 

request for an amasser within 60 days on Star 
Wars participation, another small hint of Inde-
pendent thought. The answer is now expected in 
late June. 

Senior civil servant Arthur Krueger, with a 
small group of experts, is studying the implira-
time of accepting the invitation to share in Star 
Wars research. Whether this was an indication 
of genuine puzzlement or a play for time, It had 
the effect of justifying delay. 

Somebody, no doubt, is also studying the im-
plications of refusing the invitation. Britain's 
thoroughly pro-Amerioan Foreign Secretary Sir 
Geoffrey Bowe was yelled at in a London 
speech by Richard Perle, US_ assistant secre-
tary of defence, just for questioning the impli-
cations of Star Wars. 

Between March and May, France, Norway 
and Denmark refused to take part in the re-
search. 

Even more significant is a new analysis by 
the respected International Institute of Strate-
gic Studies. It says that research so far is not 
sufficiently advanced to conclude whether Star 
Wars makes technological sense, but that even 
if the proposed defence systems were feasible, 
"they could damage stability rather than 

;strengthen IL"  

'Arms talks stuck 	- 
The arnas-control talks in Geneva appear to 

be stuck in the mire, and there will have to be 
movement on the part of both superperwers if 
they are to have a chance of suc.  

The Reagan administration remains divided 
over whether arms control is even a desirable 
objective, with powerful second-rankers like 
Perle and Richard Burt pursuing the negative 
position. 

Something new has happened In Moscow be-
tween March and May, namely the emergence 
of Mikhail Gorbachev, first to the official lead-
ership position and now more and more to the 
observable deployment of power. 

However traditional or innovative his foreign 
policy might turn out to be, it's obvious he ;us 
something his recent predecessors lacked — 
time to plan a long-term strategy and carry it 
out. 

One of bis  objectives, in the opinion of some 
experts,  is to give the Soviet people a part at 
least of what they so desperately Irani — a bet-
ter life in  ternis  of material goods. 

That will be hard enough under any circum-
stances, given the rigidities of the Soviet sys-
tem. To do it while spending billions of rubles 
countering new systems on the scale of Star 
Wara vrould probably be Impossible. 

That is another incalculable but important 
factor in the Star Wars equation, one that Can-
ada like the other western allies must consider. 
however marginal our role might be. The issue 
for us is whether we want to encourage or dis-
courage this vaulting escalation into space. 

Sournam News 
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Fillette enlevée par son père tunisien:  

le gouvernement canadien n'y peut rien 
IOTTAWA (PC) — Une fil- 

lette de cinq ans, de Vanter, 
en banlieue d'Ottawa,a été sous-
traite de la garde de la Société 
d'aide à l'enfance d'Ottawa-Car-
letôn et de sa mère, le 13 août 
1982, et ramenée en Tunisie par 
son père naturel, Philippe Mon-
dher Assaibi. 

Tina habitait temporairement 
chez sa mère adoptive (et tante 
maternelle) Mine Birch, de Na. 
van (Ontario). Depuis, la famille 
de la fillette n'a pas eu de nouvel-
les et un mandat d'arrêt a été 
émis A l'endroit de M. Assaibi 
peu de temps après. 

De a recherches ont immédiate-
ment été entreprises pour retrou-
ver le père naturel à la grandeur 
du pays. Finalement, les enquê-
teurs ont découvert que Tina ha-
bitait en Tunisie depuis avril 
1983, et elle y est encore aujour-
d'hui. 

M. Assaibi n'a jamais été ma-
rié à Mme Mallette et il n'a ja-
mais vécu avec elle ou avec sa 
fille avant l'enlèvement. 

De multiples démarches ont été 
entreprises par les ministères ca-
nadiens des Affaires extérieures 
et de la Justice pour rapatrier la 
fillette. Mais il n'y a aucun traité 
d'extradition entre les deux pays 
et les autorités tunisiennes refu-
sent de coopérer. 

Hier aux Communes, le député 
libéral de Glengarry-Prescott-
Russell, Dun Boudria, a lance un 
appel à ses collègues de tous les 
partis pour qu'ils fassent des 
pressions afin d'accélérer le 
retour de TIna auprès de sa 
mère. 

J'ai rencontré un membre de 
l'Assemblée nationale de Tunisie, 
a souligné M. Boudria, lors d'une 
visite et je lui al écrit à deux re-
prises pour lui offrir les détails- 

du dossier. Il ne m'a jamais ré-
pondu. Le même processus s'est 
répété lorsque j'ai écrit au prési-
dent du Parti socialiste destou-
rien et à l'ambassadeur du Tuni-
sie au Canada. • 

Le député a 811331 profité de 
l'occasion pour rendre publique 
une partie de la correspondance 
qu'il a échangée avec l'ambassa-
deur de Tunisie au Canada et le 
ministère canadien des Affaires 
extérieures et déposer une péti-
tion signée par 6795 Canadiens 
qui demandent une rencontre en-
tre des représentants des Affai-
res extérieures et l'ambassadeur 
de 'Tunisie A Ottawa. 

Dans sa réponse, le secrétaire 
d'état aux Affaires extérieurese 
Joe Clark, lui a indiqué que les 
chances de succès étaient très 
minces. 

• Je VOU3 informe, a écrit M. 

Clark, que notre ambassade en 
Tunisie est officiellement entrée 
en contact avec le gouvernement 
de Tunisie dans cette affaire. 
Malheureusement, les autorités 
tunisiennes ne sont pas disposées 
à fournir leur assistance. Elles 
considèrent que Tina est citoyen-
ne de leur pays et elles n'envisa-
gent pas la déportation de M. As-
saibi ou de Tina. • 

Le seul très mince espoir qui 
subsiste, serait que la mère, 
Mme Evelyn Mallette, entrepren-
ne des procédures juridiques lon-
gues et coûteuses en Tunisie. 

M. Boudria a aussi demandé à 
la population canadienne de faire 
des pressions sur les autorités tu-
nisiennes en écrivant à l'ambas-
sade du Tunisie au Canada pour 
l'inciter à prendre conscience de 
cette tragique histoire pour la 
mère et la fillette. 
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Commerce et tiers-monde 
C'EST AUJOURD'HUI que le secré-
taire d'État aux Affaires extérieures 
du Canada, M. Joe Clark, rend enfin 
public son livre vert Compétitivité et 
sécurité: Orientations pour les rela- 
tions extérieures du Canada. Le titre 
même témoigne de l'importance 
qu'y prendra le commerce extérieur 
du pays, qui compte pour près de 
30% du PNB et qui traverse, malgré 
une balance actuellement très favo-
rable, une crise qui a fait glisser le 
Canada, depuis une quinzaine d'an-
nées, du quatrième an huitième rang 
des pays exportateurs. On se préci-

• pitera donc sur l'encyclique tant at-
tendue pour y découvrir les straté-
gies d'amélioration de la position 
concurrentielle canadienne. Mais, 
comme vient de le rappeler à point 
nommé l'Institut Nord-Sud — un or-
ganisme sans but lucratif voué à l'a-
nalyse des politiques à l'égard des 
pays en développement — faudra 
scruter de près les soutiens publics à 
l'exportation qui sont du protection-
nisme déguisé, et qui servent sou-
vent mieux les intérêts canadiens 
que ceux du tiers-monde. 

En janvier dernier, le ministre du 
Commerce extérieur, M. James Kel-
leher, publiait deux documents de 
consultation, l'un sur le libre-
échange Canada-États-Unis, l'autre 
sur cette délicate question du finan-
cement des exportations Le premier 
a fait recette, l'autre non. C'est à ce 
dernier que s'attache l'Institut Nord' 
Sud, convaincu que les orientations 
qu'on retiendra auront un effet dé-
terminant sur les relations du Ca-
nada avec le tiers-monde. 

L'Institut répète avec d'autres que 
l'aide aux exportations par leur fi-
nancement public est économique-
ment inefficace, dans la mesure où 
elle soutient souvent des entreprises 
qui seraient incapables de faire face 
à la concurrence internationale. Me 
maquille ainsi leur faiblesse sauta 
corriger. Le Canada est pourtant l'un 
des pays qui utilise le plus lourde-
ment ce type d'intervention dans ré-
conomie, notamment pour stimuler 
nos exportations vers les pays pan 
vres. Le tiers-monde dans son en-
semble est le plus fort client de la So- 

ciété d'expansion des exportations 
(SEE), et comptait en 1953 pour 72% 
des $4 milliards de financement 
qu'elle consentait Et surtout, beau-
froaispélus que tout autre pays indus-
trialisé, le Canada se sert de son pro-
gramme d'aide aux pays pauvres 
pour soutenir ses propres exporta-
teurs. Près de 60%, de l'aide cana-
dienne est ainsi «liée» à nos 

iintérêts, et 10% de nos exportarcern.s 
vers les pays en développement se fi-
nancent it même les budgets d'assis-
tance. C'est trois fois la moyenne des 
pays membres de l'Organisatlon de 
coopération et de développement 
économique (OCDE). Enfin le Ca-
nada est l'un des plus grands utilisa-
teurs du «crédit mixte», un mélange 
d'aide et de lignes de crédit aux pays 
en développement, que dénonçait ré-
cemment le président de la Banque 
Import-Export  des Etats-Unis. At-
tirés par ce que ce crédit peut leur 
permettre d'acheter dans les pays ri-
ches, les pays pauvres ont moins de 
ressources à consacrer à leurs be-
soins les plus urgents, que le marché 
local pourrait satisfaire. 

Le plus ironique, explique l'Insti-
tut, c'est que cette béquille n'a guère 
amélioré la situation du commerce 
extérieur canadien. Quand les expor-
tateurs d'ici se mesurent aux autres 
sans la distorsion des subsides, 
comme dans le cas des contrats 
qu'accordent les organismes multi-
latéraux de développement, ils ob-
tiennent moins que leur part nor-
male, ce qui semble témoigner d'un 
dynamisme interne insuffisant, on 
d'iule paresse à conquérir ces mar-
chés, trop couvés qu'ils sont par ail-
leurs. 

l'est vrai toutefois que les expor-
tateurs ne sont pas les seuls coupa-
bles, puisque le tiers-monde lui-
même, notamment dans sa partie la 
plus «développée», a appris à jouer 
les pays donateurs les uns contre les 
autres et à créer ainsi une spirale in-
flationniste dans les subventions à 
l'exportation. Le jour où le Canada 
ne pourra plus demeurer dans la 
course, sa stratégie risque de s'effon-
drer d'elle-même. • 

L'Institut, dont le tiers-mondisme 

a la rare qualité du réalisme, pro-
pose au gouvernement canadien une 
stratégie à plusieurs volets, qui pour-
rait assurer une transition harmo-
nieuse vers des relations commer-
ciales plus saines et moins paterna-
listes. A court terme, suggère-t-il, les 
exportateurs devraient encore se 
prévaloir du financement public, au 
moins là où leurs concurrents inter-
nationaux bénéficient aussi du sou-
tien de leurs gouvernements. Mais le 
Canada devrait se fairele champion 
d'une négociation internationale sur 
le contrôle de ces mesures. Il devrait 
aussi pousser les entreprises cana-
diennes à s'avancer plus audacieu-
sement sur le marché des contrats 
accordés par les organismes multi-
latéraux, comme la Banque mon-
diale et les  dé-
veloppement 

 
l:ter (fee, Afrique), en les 

airint à établir des contacts, recueil-
lir des données, préparer leurs offres 
de services. Enfin si on décidé de 
maintenir et même d'ajouter à la 
pratique du »crédit mixte», il fau-
drait équilibrer cette largesse en 
permettant à l'Agence canadienne 
de développement international 
(ACDI) de «délier» une plus large 
partie de son aide. 

Quand le Canada a résolument 
choisi l'aide liée, le gouvernement 
vendait ce concept en faisant valoir 
que les bénéfices des entreprises ca-
nadiennes feraient mieux accepter, 
par la population, l'effort d'assis-
tance an tiers-monde. Le résultat est 
dérisoire: on a, depuis, réduit deux 
fois la croissance prévue du pro-
gramme canadien d'aide au tiers-
monde. L'argument ne tient plus. 

Dans quelques forums Internatio-
naux, M. Clark a déjà fait des sug-
gestions pour assurer une meilleure 
discipline des pays Industrialisés de-
vant spirale des subventions à l'ex- = y a là aussi, il ne faut pas 11 

 une source d'économie 
pour les finances publiques, ce qui 
devrait convenir an credo conserva-
teur. Le livre vert donnera la mesure 
à la fois de sa logique, et des prin-
cipes généreux qu'il continue à dé-
fendre. 

— LISE BISSONNETTE 



JOE CLARK 
Options, not policies 

the standard of living. 
-All countries are affected by economic devel-

opments in other countries," the paper says as it 
paints a gloomy picture of Canada's lagging produc-
tivitiy. slippage in international markets and less-
than-glcnving commitment to education and research 
and development. 

-The international economy is our economy. We 
have to take a hard  look  at ourselves — our eco-
nomic competitiveness and our power and influence 
in international affairs — and at the need to 
change." 

The green paper represents the first overhaul of 
Canada's foreign policy since 1970. 

But opposition MPs were not impressed and threa-
tened to refuse to participate on a special committee 
of senators and MPs that will study,  the paper and 
hold public hearings before making policy recom-
mendations to the government by May 1986. 

"I'm not going to go through with the committee 
at this moment," New Democrat Pauline Jewett 
said. - 

"I just think it's a charade." 	- 
Liberal MP Jean Chretien said it's difficult for his 

party, with only 40 MPs, to assign members to spe-
cial committees, especially if the committee is going 
to travel. 

The two external affairs critics were both ançry 
that the government had released its discussion 
paper after taking several major policy decisions, 
including the agreement with the U.S. to modernize 
the north warning system. 

OTTAWA (CP) — Canadians must take a hard look 
at the country's foreign policy to compete in the 
international marketplace, says a federal discussion 
paper released yesterday. 

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark's green paper 
on Foreign  policy — which outlines government 
options rather than firm policy — says Canada can 
no longer take its prosperity and national security 
for granted or isolate itself behind barriers. 

"The world will not allow us that luxury. The 
whole range of international issues — economic, 
political and security — now extends unavoidably 

into our daily lives." 
The paper asks about 

50 questions on a wide 
range of topics from 
defence to development 
assistance, human rights 
and Canada's traditional 
roles in international 
institutions and relations 
with various countries 
and regions of the 
world. 

But the main emphasis 
is on economic issues, 
particularly trade and 
competitiveness and 
their effect on jobs and 

16 The Toronto Sun, Wednesday May 15, 1985 
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OTTAWA — It's called Directions for Canada's Inter-
national Relations. 

But anybody hoping for new directions will be disap-
pointed by the green paper released yesterday by 
External Affairs Minister Joe Clark. 

On the other hand, those who miss the good old days 
of Dick and Jane readers will have some fond 
memories renewed. . 

The paper offers nothing by way of policy direction 
but when ll comes to hackneyed phrases, they haven't 
missed a single one. 

In the introduction, for example, we are told the fol-
lowing startling truths: 

"We are a young nation but an old democracy ... we 
are a country of distinct regions ... we are at once 
North American and not American ... we are an Atlan-
tic nation ... we are a Pacific nation ... we are an 
Arctic nation." 

- Look Jane! See Spot run! 
And what of the serious issues, you ask? What does 

the paper contain beyond the kindergarten rhetoric? 
Nothing. 
Under the heading "Policy in a Global Context," 

we learn: "The world is a vast complex of rivalries and 
allegiances, of rights and obligations, and of opportuni-
ties, constraints and competition." 

A shocker, eh? 
The entire paper is written this way. Rather than 

offering anything, it simply repeats the obvious and 
leaves it at that. 

R would be reasonable, for example, to expect this 

CLAIRE HOY 
On Parliament Hill 

paper to deal seriously with the U.S. invitation to Can-
ada to participate in Star Wars research. 

After all, it has long been one of the dominant policy 
questions in the Commons and elsewhere, with feelings 
muting high on both sides. - 

So what does Clark's paper say about it? Well, read it 
and weep: 

"In the future, Canada may need to take decisions on 
some of the diverse and sometimes contradictory stra-
tegic, arms control and technological interests at stake 
in strategic defence ... (Star Wars) has been described 
not only as holding out the prospect of enhancing deter-
rence and the promise of the eventual elimination of 
nuclear weapons but also as potentially undermining 
strategic stability. 
. "Moreover, it could turn out to be a prodigious 
research effort, dwarfing the Apollo project in cost and 
technical complexity. Its technological spin-offs could 
be very important for both military and civilian sec-
tori." 

And now, Clark's cruncher conclusion on Star Wars: 
".We will have to reach a consensus on whether stra- 

tegic defence is likely to enhance or diminish our secu-
rity and we will have to consider to what extent our 
economic and technological interests are at stake." 

We already knew the Tories have to make a decision. 
The point is, what will they decide? And when? 

The paper doesn't offer a single clue about that. 
Then there's the issue of foreign aid. 
The paper simply reviews Canada's existing commit-

ment to foreign aid and asks a bunch of questions 
without offering answers — what should be the nature 
of the linkage between our trade and aid programs, can 
the critical role of women in food production and other 
development processes be better supported, how can the 
government assist Canadians best to help others, and 
how much of the government's efforts should be chan-
nelled through these Canadian non-governmental orga-
nizations (churches, private organizations, etc.)? 

These are all legitimate questions, many of which 
were vociferously discussed during the election cam-
paign. But governments are elected to supply answers, 
not simply repeat questions. 

Nothing sums up the 43-page document better than 
the last paragraph: 

"The problems we face — nuclear confrontation, eco-
nomic uncertainty, poverty, hunger and igno-
rance — are serious. None will be easily resolved. 
Progress will require vision, courage and compassion, 
Canada, drawing on its traditions, attributes and aspira-
tions, will make its contribution." 

Gag me with a spoon. 



Policy paper sings praises of freer trade 
OTTAWA (CI') — Canadian sover-

eignty -could be threatened unless a 
comprehensive 'trade agreement is 
reached with the United States, the 
federal government says in a new 
tack on the free trade debate. 

Going baçk to the turn of the cen-
tury, 'propodals for closer economic 
ties with the.U.S. have produced dire 
warnings of a negative impact on the 

' Canadian national identity.. 
But the impact could be positive, 

' says the foreign policy paper releas-
' ed yesterday by External Affairs 
Minister Joe Clark. 

"In negotiating  an  agreement to 
liberalize trade, those areas of Cana- 

dian political, cultural and eéonomic 
life central to our sense of ourselves 
as a nation could be excluded from 
negotiations," the 43-page Green 
Paper said. 

"It is possible that if there were a 
well-defined, mutually obligating, 
beneficial treaty governing trade, 
cultural policy and foreign policy 
would be less affected by bilateral 
trade disputes than they are now." 

The paper also argues that the ab-
sence of such an agreement could 
seriously hinder the access of Cana-
dian exports to the United States, af-
fecting our economic prosperity and 
resulting in the loss of jobs. . 

"Canada-based companies could 
increasingly be obliged to set up 
operations in the United States to 
reach and serve the U.S. market. 
• Like a discussion paper on trade 
released in January by Iriternational 
Trade Minister James Kelleher, 
Clark's paper outlines a number of 
possible trade arrangemelts -  with 
the Americans. But he leans toward 
the comprehensive agreement. 

The government has noted that a 
4 comprehensive agreement does not 
mean free trade. It would cover a 
broad range of industries, but would 
exclude others selected by the gov-
ernment. 

THE 



STAR 

Clark signals 
passive role 
on world scène . 

By Val Sears Toronto Star 	- 
Orl'AWA — Canada's foreign policy has 

shifted from forward to neutral. 
External Affairs Minister Joe Clark's discus-

sion paper. Directions for Canada's Interna-
tional Relations. completes the transition 
front Canadas activist role in world affairs 
under Lester Pearson and Pierre Trudeau to a 
simple go-with-the-flow policy that suits the 
style of Prime Minister Brian Mulroney. 

Gone are the days when Canada was a "help-
ful fixer" on the international scene under 
Pearson, a Nobel Peace Prize winner; gqne as 
well are Trudeau's North-South and peace 

The Mulroney Doctrine now *requires Cana-
da to tnake the best deals possible in a World 
we cannot influence. • 

The country's greatest foreign policy chal-
lenge, our bumpy affair with the United States, 
is to be a "new, constructive 'relationship" 
based on the two basic tenents of the doctrine 
— closer economic integratien, and a wide-
open foreign investment ,policy to fuel the en-
gine of free enterprise; • 

The Green Paper focuses its discussion areas 
on significant issues. 

In a section on American influence on Cana-
da, the paper lists such familiar "dimensions" 
as interest and exchange rates, export trade, 
foreign ownership and cultural values. 

• Second Option . 

• But it concludes that the -challenge is to "har-
ness them to serve Canadian interests" — not, 
as the Liberals sought to do, to stem the conti-
nentalist tide. " 

Mulroney has, in effect, decideçl on the Sec-
ond Option. 

Fifteen years ago, when then-external af-
fairs minister Mitchell Sharp produced his 
paper on foreign policy for Canadians, there 
was scarcely a mention of the American rela-
tionship. 

But two years later:he wrote an essay for 
the ' semi-official external affairs magazine 
International Perspectives. In that article, he 
spelled out a view of Canada's options vis-a-vis 
the United States that wére to guide Canadian 
policy up until the Mulroney victory. .  

— Tlierè were, Sharp wiote, three options: 
maintain our present' relationship with the 
United States; move to closer integration; and 

•the-Third Option, "pursue a comprehensive, 
long-let= strategy to develop and strengthen 
the, Canadian • economy and other aspects of 
ourasitional life' and in the process to reduce. 
the plesent Canadian vulnerability.". 

Although Sharp, no nationalist, disclaimed 
resiiitésibility for such mechanisms as the For-
eign Investment.Review Agency and-the Na-
tional 'Energy Program as instruments of the 
Third:Option, they were put in place under 
Trudeau. - 

During all that time, however, the Third Op-
tion*had 'not the slightest effect- on the en-
croacAment of the reality of Canadian econom-
ic dependence on the Limited States. ' 

ilnsthe early 1970s, as a new study points out, 
w`e, siold two-thirds of our exports to the U.S. 
Malik& That  figure  now is in excess= of three-
quarters and climbing. 

'So „Mtilroney decided that C,anada's best 
Ainerican policy was to get along and go along 
witb liresident Ronald Reagan. - 

Thé+Third Option didn't work; let's try the 
Seeps& . • '• , • 

*- 11;•4 	. -Few changes, 	- 

*There are signs of the Clark influence, htsw-
ever:" - 

At one point, the paper argues: "Americans 
see bilateral issues predominantly in economic 
terms; Canadians see them in riolitical or cul-
tural terms as well as economic.'e . 

• The economic factor ("jobs, jobs, jobs") is 
virtually all Mulroney sees. 

.*There is a Clark — and external affairs de-
partment — vision of the Central American 
landscape as well. The' paper sees "some signs 
of progress towa rd democracy in Central 
America" — not simply. Communist-inspired , 

 conspiracies, as Mulroney's Washington friend 
would have it. 

The passing of time has barely changed the 
objectives listed by the Sharp and Clark papers 
— sovereignty and independence, justice and 
democracy, peace and security, economic 
prosperity and the. integrity of our natural . 

 environment.- 
The paper •now will be turned over to a par-

liamentary committee, which will use it as a 
bais for public hearings. = 

But there -are decisions  on  such immediate 
matters as tude, Star Wars research and arms 
cortrol that can hardly wait until the commit-
tee reports next year. 



STAR 
Continued front page Al 
a i d on the heels of the $180 million 
reduction in November. And it 
criticizes Trudeau's decision to 
trim Canada's troops in the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization. 

"The decline (in Canada's mili-
tary) was allowed to go too far," 
the paper says. It adds that our $2 
billion foreign aid budget must be 
re-examined because "Canadian 
funds for use abroad are limited." 

And in a bleak foreboding of 
massive spending cuts to be un-
veiled May 23 by Finance Minister 
Michael Wilson, the document 
warns that foreign aid may suffer. 

"Not everything is possible. We 
do not have the resources to do all 
we would like in international af-
fairs," Clark said in the introduc-
tion. 

"In fact, reduction of the budget 
deficit may require further re-
trenchment in some of our inter-
national activities. Priorities will 
have to be established; difficult 
choices will have to be made." 

Clark insisted the government 
will be open to ideas from the pub-
lic on foreign policy. 

But he noted that only "strong, 
unanimous" recommendations 
from the special committee would 
have any influence in forcing the 
Conservative cabinet to reconsid-
er any decision it has made. 

Opposition MPs quickly de-
nounced Clark's paper. 

They charged that the Tories 
have ignored the most pressing 
foreign policy issues while focus-
ing on the need to boost our eco-
nomic competitiveness. 

Liberal MP Jean Chretien said 
he was startled that Clark would 
virtually ignore Star Wars, yet 
"deal with marginal problems." 

Attacks paper 
Chretien, the last external af-

fairs minister in the former Liber-
al government, also said it is 
amazing that Clark would suggest 
Ottawa might alter its policy on a 
major issue, such as Star Wars, 
after making a commitment to 
the U.S. 

New Democrat MP Pauline Je-
wett (Ne* Westminster-Coquit-
lam) called the paper "an elabo-
rate and expensive exercise to '. 
keep Tory backbenchers busy" 
while the cabinet makes the major 
foreign-policy decisions. 

Jewett attacked the paper for 
concentrating on the need to boost 
trade while almost dismissing Star 
Wars, Latin America and foreign 
aid. 

"This is unacceptable at a time 
when 60,000 people took to the 
streets in Vancouver last month 
about Star Wars and the nuclear  

arms race, when Canadians have 
opened their hearts in an unparal-
leled gesture to Ethiopia and when 
war, change and the survival of 
new democracies in Latin Ameri-
ca are critical issues," she said. 

In its only reference to Star' 
Wars, the caper  says the project's 
"technological spin-offs could be 
very improtant for both military 
and civilian sectors. 

"We will have to reach a consen-i 
sus on whether strategic defence 
is likely to enhance or diminish 
our security, and we will have to 
consider to waht extent our eco-
nomic and technological interests 
are at stake." 

While carefully avoiding the 
words "free trade," the paper sug-
gests a "comprehensive trade 
agreement" with the U.S.  could 
avoid many of the current trade 
problems between the two nations. 
Its words are very similar to a dis-
cussion paper on trade policy 
releaséd  in  January by Interna-
tional T.rade 'Minister James 
Kelleher. . 

Military decline • 

On defence issues, the discussion 
paper ,  claims Canada emerged 
from World War II "a major  mili-
tary power, with an army of half a 
million soliders, a navy of 200 
ships, and in air force comparable 
to that of Britain." 

But the Liberal governnients of 
the mid-1960s allowed the military 
to decline, it says. . 

• "Some decline was inevitable 
and normal. Canadians have no 
history of large forces in peace-

, time and no tradition of unhrersal 
military service. . . . It is now 
generally recognized, neyer the-
less, that the decline was allowed 
to go too far." ' 

. - On foreign aid, the paper claims 
Canada must reassess its foreign 
aid spending, especially in ternis  
of  where it wants to.focns its ef-
forts. . • ' 

In November, Wilson  announced 
$180 million would be cut froin 
Foreign  aid. Canada will spend 
about $2 billion in aid, which 
amounts to about 2 per tent of 
total government spending. 

"There is a need ,to examine the  
objectives, policies and programs 
of Canada's co-operation with the 
Third World," the paper says. 

"In seeking the right balance in : 
our programs abroad, we will 
have to decide the priorities we 
wish to attach to humanitarian . 
objectives, to attaining commer-
cial benefits, to sharing in the 
management and support of the 
global economy and the global 
environment and to achieving po-
litical stability and progress." , 



STAR_ 
Foreign policy plans revealed  , 

ries  tropose 
eleser 
ftreig aidiuts4 
By Bob Hepburn Toronto Star 	• 

OTTAWA — The Progressive Conservative government is 
leaning toward a boost in spending on defence while slashing. 
fèreign aid, a federal discussion paper'on foreign policy indi-
éates. • 

The document, released yesterday by Externnl Affairs • 
Minister Joe Clark, also suggests that Canada should strengthen - 
its ties with the United States, possibly through a special free- , 
trade pact .  

But the 43-page paper virtually 
ignores the controversial Star 
Wars issue, devoting a lone para-
graph to whether Canada should 
Join the U.S. in its $26 billion 
space-based defence project, for-
mally, known as the Strategic De-- 
fence Initiative. 
: The Green Paper, called Direc-
tions for  Canadas  International 
Relations, is the Tories' first for-
t-ital .. effort to reshape Canada's 
foreign policy since taking power 
in September. It also is the first 
fhll-scale public review of foreign 
fjolicy since 1970. 

'I! 4  • 
p 	 Drastic changes 

It clearly signals that the Tories 
plan.to  alter drastically some long-
standing policies followed by the 
tortiter Liberal government of 
eiérte Trudeau. 
• Rather than proclaim new poll-
Cies . in blunt language, however, 
the paper outlines various options 
for Canada. It asks more than 50 
questions ranging  (rom  what 
Canada should do about free trade 
to human rights and relations with 
Soutp Africa. 
• At•the same time, Clark told re- 
iprtérs that some policies are un-
touchable, including Canada's 
membership in NATO, the United 
Nations, the Commonwealth, and 
the  annual economic summit of 
western leaders. 
• A special all-party committee of 
MPs and senators will be created 
io study the document. The group 
will hold-hearings across Canada 
and  possibly overseas and will 
ipake its recommendations on thé 
paper to the government in May, 
1986. 

In the meantime, Clark said, the 

O Partial text of Ckuit's paper. 
Page Al9 

CI Tories abandoning activist • 
world role. Page All . 

government will continue to make 
major decisions on foreign policy. , 

Specifically, Ottawa is expected 
to decide soon on whether to ac-
cept the U.S. invitation to join the 
Star Wars project, and on a .free 
trade agreement with the U.S. 

In addition, Defence Minister 
Erik Nielsen will release a White. 

 Paper outlining government poli-
cy on Canada's defence role within 
several months. — 

Most of the foreign-policy - docu-
ment deals with the neeti for Cana-.  
da to increase its productivity and 
economic competitiveness in the 
world marketplace favorite 
campaign topics of Prime Minis-
ter Brian Mulroney. - 

"The world will not allow us thé 
luxury (of isolating ourselves). The 
whole range of international issues 
— economic, political and security 
— now extends unavoidably into 
our daily lives," Clark said in an 
introduction to the paper. ; 

Improve trade ties 
Despite efforts to hide Its prior-

ities, the government clearly. 
wants to make a radical break 
from the foreign policies pursued 
by old_Liberal regime. 

Specifically, it suggests that 
Canada needs to improve trade 
ties with the U.S. Trudeau pro-
moted trade with developing 
countries, the so-called Third Op-
tion. 

It hints at new cuts in foreign 
See TORIES/page A4 



Policy 
From page Al story: 
Opposition threatens boycott 
of Clark's foreign policy review 

whether to accept the invitation of the U.S. to 
participate in Strategic Defence Initiative 
(Star Wars) research on space-based anti-mis-
sile defence. He told a Commons committee 
last week a decision was not likely until after 
the end of June, suggesting an announcement 
while Parliament is recessed for the summer. 

But he insisted the government would have 
to reverse any such decision in the face of a 
committee recommendation, based on repre-
sentations from the public, that it was wrong. 

Clark qualified this assurance, however, by 
stressing only a unanimous recommendation of 
the committee would have thia weight. 

The green paper stated bluntly, in apparent 
reference to spending cuts expected in Finance 
Minister Michael Wilson's budget to be pre-
sented May 23, that Canada must be realistic 
as to the costs of adopting new policies in the 
areas of defence and foreign aid. 

"Before," Clark said, "the assumption was 
that Canada could decide what we wanted to. 
do and then go out and do it." 

He argued there are important decisions for 
Canadiana, as distinct from their goverrunent,' 
to take in the area of foreign policy and said' 
the government intends to respect the outcome 
of the committee process. 

Former Liberal external affairs minister! 
Jean Chrétien accused the government of set-
ting up the year-long consultation process to 
keep backbench Tory MPs occupied. 

Chrétien also observed that although Clark's 
green paper places unusual emphasis on trade 
and economic issues, Prime Minister Brian 
Mulroney and U.S. President Ronald Reagan 
launched a study on Canadian-American free 
trade in March. 

Dbputing Clark's claim that all areas of for- 
eign policy need study, Jewett noted the Corn-, 

 external affairs committee has already 
completed major reports on Latin American 
and Caribbean relations and on security and 
disarmament, while a Senate committee apent 
three years studying free trade. The Macdo- 
nald Commission on Canadas  economic  pros- 
pects is due to report this summer. 

Both Jewett and Chrétien said they are in-
clined to recommend their parties not take 
part in the green paper committee, although 
they added they will have to discuss it with, 
their fellow MPs. 

They indicated the two opposition parties 
could insist, in return for their co-operation, 
that such major issues as Star Wars be made 
a priority on the committee so that it can 
make recommendations on theae subjects bo-
fore the government sets policy in these areat. 

Otherwise, said Jewett, the opposition could ! 
refuse the traditional unanimous consent for 
establishment of a special committee and pro- ' 
yoke a lengthy debate In the House which I 
would embarrass the government. 

She said she b sure the government would 
not want to set up a Parliamentary committee 
which had only Tory members on it. 

Clark's green paper, unlike previous foreign 
policy papers, makes an improvement of Can-
ada's economic competitiveness in world mar-
kets a central factor in external relations. 

It argues Canadlans can no more Lsolate 
themselves behind trade barriers than they 
can guarantee their own security. 

"For most of our history, we have been able 
to count on our natural wealth for our pros- - 
perity and on our geography for our security," 
the document says. "But we cannot take either 
for granted any longer." 

While the green paper reaffirms Canada's 
commitment to the UN, NATO, the Common-
wealth, and the seven-nation economic summit 
of industrialized nations, It poses dozens of 
questions in the areas of general foreign poli-
cy, defence, international security, foreign aid, 
trade and peacekeeping operation.s. 

Throughout it warns that Canada's resources 
are limited. 

"In fact, reduction of the budget deficit may 
require further retrenchment in some of our 
international activities," the paper declares. 

"Prioritlea will have to be established Diffi-
cult choices will have to be made." 

In a pessimiatic overview of Canada's de-
clining influence as a trading nation, the paper 
argues increasing protectionism, particularly 
in the U.S., its largest trading partner, is  a 
great danger. 

But if Canada is to call for a reduction of 
protectionism, it must be prepared to make 
sacrifices in some of its own protected indus-
triea such as textiles, footwear, automobiles 
and even agriculture, it argues. 

The green paper lists the following four op-
. 

Bons for "securing and enhancing" trade ac-
cess to the U.S.: 	. . . . 

• .au currenc approaca u: aetenuing canaua 
from U.S. protectionism by lobbying and ex-
ploiting it rights under the multilateral Gen-
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) 
with uncertain success; 

• A bilateral framework agreement under 
which working groups would make recommen-
dations to governments, but without a guaran-
tee of access; 

• Sectorali free trade arrangements as now 
exist in automobiles and defence goods which 
would be difficult to balance in the trade in-
terests of both sides and would have to be 
squared with Canada's GATT obligations; 

• A comprehensive free trade agreement to 
eliminate most tariff and non-tariff barriers 
which could affect important economic, cultur-
al and foreign policy conaiderations. 

The paper, while it doesn't state a prefer-
ence for any option, seems more inclined to 
the last. 

"It is  possible that if there were a well-de-
fined, mutually obligating, beneficial treaty 
governing trade, cultural policy and foreign 
policy would be less affected by bilateral 
trade disputes than they now are," it argues. 

In its section on defence and security, the 
green paper says the most direct threat to Ca-
r..adlan security comes from the Soviet Union', 
military capabilities and "antipathy to our val-
ues" as well as the consequent distrust and 
competition between East and West. 

It acknowledges the declining state of the 
country's milltary equipment and says Canadi-
ans will have to decide how much they want 
to spend to improve it "when our budget deft- ' 
cit is so enormous." 

The paper also asks whether more priority 
should be given to peacekeeping forces, taking 
into account the tendency in recent years to • 
bypass the UN when arranging such forces. 

Other questions also raised in the paper in-
clude: 

• Budget permitting, should the federal gov-
ernment make a priority of providing techno-
logical support to arms Control agreements, 
such as sebmological expertise to verify a nu-
clear test ban? 

• Do Canadians believe that declaring sup-
port for nuclear freeze proposaLs builds confi-
dence or leads to eventual reductions in such 
w.rapons? 

• Should development assistance be tied to a 
country's respect for human rights, trade or 
anything else? 

• Should Canada join the Organization of 
American States? 

• Are Canadians satisfied with the "careful 
balance" the government tries to maintain be-
tween Israel and its Arab neighbors? 



Opposition threatens boycott of Clark's foreign policy review 
By lain Hunter 
Citizen staff writer  

Opposition MPs branded External Af-
fairs Minister Joe Clark's proposal  for a 
year-long foreign policy review Tuesday a 
charade and threatened to boycott the spe-
cial parliamentary committee that will 
conduct it. 

The review was proposed in a major dis-
cussion paper on international relations 
which . suggested that Canada's economic 
future is vitally linked to freer trade with 
the United States. 

"A new Canada-U.S. trade regime, Inc«. 

porating 	expanded mutual trade obliga- 
tions, could provide a stable, long-tenu  so-
lution to Canada's vital objectives of se-
cure export market access and enhanced 
international competitiveness," the paper 
stated. 

It warned protectionist sentiment in the 
U.S. could result in restrictions on Canadi-
an exports, threatening "the prosperity of 
Canadians from coast to coast and could 
have particularly severe regional 
Impacts." 

Refusal of the opposition to take part in 
the policy review could leave the govern-
ment with a one-party committee unless  

the Tories agree W  acier a decision on major foreign policy decisions long before 
whether to participate in Star Wars re- It is completed. 
search and other controversial issues until 	For example, specific proposals will be 
the committee has debated it fully. 	presented in a white paper expected to bè 

Opposition members indicated they released by Defence Minister Erik Nielsen 
might insist on that condition in return for next month. 
their co-operation on the committee. 	"It's a bloody insult," fumed NDP exter- 

Liberal and New Democrat spokesmen nal affairs critic Pauline Jewett. 
charged the Conservative govertunent is 	Clark proposed the special cornmittee 
setting up the committee simply to occupy composed of MPs and senators use the 
the time of its backbenchers to prevent long-awaited green paper as the basis-  of 
them from becoming restless, 	 public hearings across the country and 

They said the review will go over (Policy, page *15) 
ground already covered by other commit- 
tees and noted the government will make (Related story, page All) 	 , • 



Joe Clark 
Not even a hidden agenda 

CITIZEN 

Clark's document fated for oblivion 
Joe Clark has invented a new color of govern-

ment document — the grey paper. 
We used to have "white papers" and "green pa-

pers" — white for a proposed government policy 
and green for a discussion of something about 
which the government had yet to make up its 
mind_ Clark's paper on foreign policy, published 
Tuesday, was supposed to be a green paper. 

Sometimes we even get "black papers," such as 
the "Black Paper on Tory Patronage" issued re-
cently by Don Boudria, a charter member of the 
Liberal rat pack. 

None of these documents is quite the sort of 
thing about which ye llow journalists write purple 
prose. They're more likely to get wrapped up in 
red tape and forgotten. 

But recently there has appeared in Ottawa a 
kind of document even more fated for oblivion. 

These are the "discussion" 
papers and "consultation" pa-
pers and "working" papers of 
the Mulroney government 

They've come in various 
colors, with a strong tendency 
towards Tory blue. 

The Big Blue Machine may 
be creaky these days, but 
there's a big blue printing 
press somewhere running flat 
out 

Most of these discussion pa-
pers have a peculiar quality. 
Like many government docu-
ments, they state the obvious. 
But they state it so tediously, 
blandly and boringly that the 
reader ends up knowing less 
about the subject than before 
seeing the document 

Before you read one of 
these papers, you may think 
that there is some hidden de-
sign beneath the surface of 
Tory tedium, some "hidden 
agenda" as John Turner 
would call it 

But after you've plumbed 
their depths, after you have got past the surface, 
you doubt Turner's hidden agenda. They have no 
depths. They're all surface. Take that away, and 
there's nothing there. 

Of course, Clark has more excuse than most 
for producing a drab policy paper. 

The often-quoted Chinese curse of "interesting 
tirnes" is a clue to the true objective of diploma-
cy. A diplomat who keeps his country out of the 
world headlines is doing his job. To tell him be 
presided over one of the most bland and boring 
periods of history is to pay him a high compli-
ment 

But Clark has done more than produce a sopo-
rific paper. }le  has made an inspired choice of 
cover showing Canada in an ocean of grey. 

If the Mulroney govermnent stays in office as 
long as it hopes, the "grey paper" may become a 

Don McGillivray 
saud,.. News 

standard item when the government feels the 
need to say something about a subject about 
which it not only hasn't made up its mind but on 
which it doesn't wish to do any new thinking. 

concede that if you look hard enough and 
long enough at anything, you may think you see 
something there, like the ships on the horizon 
conjured up by the longing eyes of sailors adrift. 

But anybody who sees 
new purpose and pattern in 
the External Affairs docu-
ment should re-read For-
eign Policy for Canadians, 
the foreign policy review 
issued 15 years ago in the 
salad days of the Trudeau 
government 

The Trudeau administra-
tion stated six. "main 
themes" which "form the 
broad framewort of for-
eign policy. 

The Mulroney govern-
ment, declaring that things 
base "changed dramatical-
ly" since 1970, sets out six 
"objectives that derive 
fnmn our values and aspi-
rations." 

"Peace and security" 
was a Trudeau theme. 
"Peace and security" is a 
Mulroney objective. 

"Sovereignty and inde-
pendence "  was both a 
Trudeau theme and a Mul-
roney objective. 

The Trudeau government wanted to "foster ec-
onomic growth." The Mulroney government  aima 

 for "economic prosperity." 
The Trudeau list included "social justice." 

That's "justice and democracy" in Clark's gray 
paper. 

The Trudeau govermnent was going to "ensure 
a harmonious natural environment" The Mul-
roney government list calls it "the integrity of 
our natural environment" 

Five of the six, then, are all but identical. The 
only difference is the sixth. It's called "unity" in 
the Clark paper and "enhance the quality of 111 e"  
In the Trudeau government's list 

Clark's paper does manage a few platitudes 
about the relationship with the U.S., something 
the Trudeau review mysteriously avoidecL 

Otherwise, pitzs ca change plus c'est la meme 
chose. 
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CITIZEN 

Clark's Dick-and-Jane world primer falls flat 
By Peter Cowan and Dave Todd 
Southern News 

External Affairs Minister Joe 
Clark's green paper on international 
relations tells Canadians everything 
they wanted to know but were afraid 
to ask about foreign lands. 

Maybe you didn't know: "Africa is 
a vast and diverse continent." 

Or that: "Europe à the well-spring 
of much of Western thought and cul-
ture." 

Such revelations abound in a docu-
ment the likes of which most taxpay-
ers have not seen since grade school. 

The green paper, tabled in the 
Commons on Tuesday, is entitled: 
Competitiveness and Security: Direc-
tions for Canada's International Re-
lations. 

It's Intended to stimulate public 
thinking about defence and interna-
tional trade. 

The paper tackles the issues of hu-
man conflict head-on. 

"There is little agreement between 
governments of the West, the Com-
munist bloc and the developing 

world on the definition of human 
rights," it says. 

The  paper goes on to blow the 
whistle on those pesky Soviets when 
it reveals: 

"The Soviet Union is a formidable 
conventionally armed and nuclear-
armed adversary.** 

Readers will 
learn in easy I 

 I 	1 ;  

Dick-and-Jane 
sentences that 
the United Na-
tions did not live 
up to original ex-
pectations. 

Clark told a 
news conference 
he wanted the 
paper to be in 
everyday language. Clark  

He appears to have succeeded 
A page dealing with the United 

States opens this way: 
"The United States is the world's 

foremost power. Its presence is glo-
bal. Its international influence is 
enormous and its views are a factor 
in the polltical and economic calcu- 

lations of cotmtries everywhere." 
Elsewhere, readers will leant 

• "Conflict dominates the politics 
of the Middle East" 
• Lebanon's civil war "has shat-

tered that country's once thriving 

Meanwhile, back at home, "no oth-
er country has our particuLar set of 
national attributes." 

Not that we should be smug. 
"The dynamics of international 

Ilfe raise issues of direct relevance 
to our security. We catmot isolate 
ourselves behhsd hareem the world 
will not allow us that luxury. 

It also describes us as "an ex-
traordinarily fortunate people" who 
"can no longer take our prceperity 
or security for granted.** 

We're part of the global village 
now. How do we know? 

"We have also witnessed, through 
television, poverty and famine in de-
veloping countries and bloodshed and 
destruction in virtually every corner 
of the world." 

What yriu see is what you get. 



LE DEVOIR 

+ Clark 
sent convaincu que malgré les ap-
parences cette consultation ne sera 
Pas factice. Il explique que le gou-
vernement se devra de prendre des 

- décisions en COI= de route car  • le 
monde ne nous attendra pas Par 
contre il estime que le débat doit se 
faire, le plus large possible, et que 
devant des recommandations una-
nimes du comité le gouvernement ne 
sera fermé à aucune suggestion. 

Une des constantes qui se dégage 
du document de M. Clark est la né-
cessité pour le gouvernement de sou-
mettre sa politique extérieure à un 
strict réalisme financier. Les res-
sources f inancières du gouverne-
ment ne permettent pas de tout 
faire. • La réduction du déficit bud- 

gétaire pourra nous commander de 
restreindre davantage encore certai-
nes de nos activités dans le monde. Il 
va nous falloir établir des priorités et 
faire des choix difficiles ., écrit-il en 
avant-propos de son document 

M. Clark s'est refusé de préciser si 
ces . choix difficiles pourront signi-
fier une réduction des budgets d'aide 
internationale qui constituent une ci-
ble facile de compressions budgétai-
res. Ce genre de questions n'aura de 
réponse que lors de la présentation 
du budget, dit-il, expliquant qu'il s'a-
git moins de restreindre l'ampleur de 
la politique extérieure que de vouloir 
être efficace.  

C'est an nom du réalisme, du réa-
lisme économique cette fois, que M. 
Clark prêche dans son document en 
faveur d'une plus grande ouverture 
du Canada sur le monde. Le temps 
est révolu où on pouvait s'isoler der-
rière des barrières, dit-il en insistant 
sur le fait que le système écono-
mique international, tout comme le 
système politique, est un réseau d'in-
terdépendances.. L'économie inter-
nationale est notre économie as-
sure le ministre. 

L'insistance de M. Clark sur la né-
cessité de s'adapter au contexte éco-
nomique international repose sur sa 
conviction que l'influence du Canada 
sur la scène internallonale tient pour 
beaucoup à sa puissance économi-
que. L'économie canadienne est la 
neuvième en importance dans le 
monde, mais elle est de moins en 
moins compétitive. Elie ne peut plus 
miser sur sa position privilégiée de 
fournisseur de matières premières 
et elle est de plus en plus tributaire 
de l'exportation d'articles manufac-
turés. Dans ce domaine, sa part du 
marché international n'a cessé de ré-
gresser faute d'une compétitivité 
suffisante, mais aussi à cause de fac-
teurs externes tels le protectonisme, 
les taux de change. 

Le Canada doit commencer par se 
protéger contre des phénomènes 
comme le protectionisme. A tout sei-
gneur tout honneur, cela doit com-
mencer, estime-ton, avec les États-
Unis. Ceux-ci sont le partenaire coin-
mercis' le plus important du Canada 
avec 76.3% de ses exportations qui 
vont vers ce seul marché. Les pres-
sions protectionistes dans ce pays 
sont de ce fait tès menaçantes pour 
tous les secteurs, sauf celui des cé-
réales. 

Le ministre plaide avec vigeur 
pour la conclusion d'un accord quel-
conque en affirmant que l'absence  

d'accord risque de miner notre pros-
périté et mettre en cause des mil-
liers d'emplois. Cela pourrait aller 
jusqu'à mettre en cause notre sou-
veraineté politique, sociale et cultu-
relle. Nous sommes toujours à la 
merci d'une négociation donnant-
donnant • avec les États-Unis tant 
qu'il n'existe pas d'accord commer-
cial, explique-t- U. A l'inverse, un ac-
cord loin d'assujetir le Canada à la 
sujétion américaine pourrait limiter 
le cadre d'influence des États-Unis 
sur la politique intérieure cana-
dienne. 

Cette négociation bilatérale avec 
les Américains ne doit pas exclure, 
selon M. Clark, le renforcement du 
système économique multilatéral. Il 
faut renforcer l'accès des produits 
canadiens aux marchés internatio-
naux. L'ouverture d'un nouveau 
round de négociations du Gatt doit se 
faire rapidement, note-t-on tout en 
reconnaissant que si le Canada opte 
pour une politique d'accès aux mar-
chés étrangers il lui faudra aussi ou-
vrir son marché aux produits étran-
gers. Le protectionisme que le Ca-
nada pratique à l'égard des secteurs 
de la chaussure, du textile, du vête-
ment, de l'automobile et des servi 
ces financiers devra en conséquence 
être remise en question. 

Un meilleur accès aux marchés 
étrangers renforcera la compétiti- 

vité des produits canadiens. Mais, es-
time le ministre, le Canada doit pren-
the des mesures à plus long terme 
qui consistent à accroître les inves-
tissements, la recherche et le déve-
loppement. Pour cela, 11 faut pouvoir 
attirer le capital et la technologie 
étrangers car le Canada.» peut y 
pourvoir seul. La course aux capi-
taux est intense et le succès du Ca-
nada dépend de son taux de produc-
tivité, de la réceptivité et du rende-
ment 

L'aide publique au développement • 
a aussi permis d'asseoir une partie 
de l'influence canadienne, reconnalt 
par ailleurs M. Clark qui n'accorde 
toutefois que trois ou quatre pages 
tout au plus de son livre vert aux po- . 
Iniques d'aide. Insistant sur la néces-
sité de faire des choix, il pose là aussi 
une série de questions. Doit-on pour-
suivre la politique de raide liée à l'a-
chat de services et biens canadiens? 
Doit-on lier raide canadienne au res-
pect des droits de la personne? Doit-
on continuer à répartir l'aide selon 
les mêmes secteurs géographiques? 
Doit-on compter davantage sur les 
organismes privés et non gouver-
nementaux pour acheminer l'aide 
canadienne? demande-t-on. 

En matière de paix et de sécurité 
internationales, le gouvernement ne 
fait pas mystère que l'ennemi est, à 
ses yeux, situé à l'Est 



Publication du livre vert sur la politique extérieure 

Clark: sa situation oblige le Canada à opter 
pour la libéralisation du commerce international 

Pfflebeer 
Joe Clark: Le Canada ne peut plus se payer le 
luxe de s'isoler derrière des barrières écono-
miques ou politiques. 

BERNARD DESCOTEAUX 

OTTAWA -- Le Canada ne peut plus se 
payer le luxe de s'isoler derrière desbarriè-
res, économiques ou politiques. Sa politique 
extérieure doit refléter cette réalité en op-
tant pour la libéralisation du commerce in-
ternational et en renforçant notre accès au 
marché américain. 

Telle est la principale prémisse du livre 
vert rendu public hier par le Secrétaire 
d'État aux Affaires extérieures, M. Joe 
Clark, qui engageait ainsi une vaste consul-
tation auprès des Canadiens sur ce que doit  
être la politique extérieure du Canada. 

Présentée comme la première révision en 
profondeur depuis 15 ans de la politique ex-
térieure canadienne, la proposition de M. 
Clark ne retient toutefois que deux axes de 
cette politique: la sécurité politique et mill-
taire du Canada et la compététivité commer-
ciale du pays. Son document s'intitule d'ail-
leurs Compétitivité et sécurité: orienta- 

lions pour les relations extérieures du Ca-
nada .. 

De toute évidence, la réflexion de M. Clark 
est dominée par l'aspect économique et com-
mercial. Il croit même que l'influence que 
peut prétendre exercer le Canada sur la 
scène internationale est liée étroitement à sa 
puissance économique. A cet égard, 11 se si-
tue dans le sillage des politiques libérales qui 
avaient engagé un recentrage de la politique 
extérieure canadienne en intégrant au minis-
tère des Affaires extérieures tout le volet du 
commerce extérieur. 

La consultation dont il est question sera 
menée par un comité conjoint des Com-
munes et du Sénat qui tiendra des audiences 
à travers le Canada. Son rapport, qui devra 
être remis en mai 84, sera pris au sérieux, as-
sure le ministre qui dit n'être fermé à aucune 
recommandation. Toutefois, il appert déjà 
que bien avant que le comité ait fini son tra-
vail, le gouvernement fédéral aura pris des 
décisions qu'il sera difficile de renverser. 

Parmi les décisions qui seront prises rapi- 

dement, il y a tout d'abord la paiticipation 
canadienne à l'Initiative de défense straté-
gique américaine (dite aussi Bouclier spatial 
ou Guerre des étoiles). Une décision sera 
prise en juin. 11 y a ensuite l'amorce de dis-
cussions avec les Etats-Unis sur la conclu-
sion d'un accord commercial bilatéral. Une 
consultation est déjà en cours. Il y a l'ouver-
ture possible de négociations commerciales 
multilatérales qui feront l'objet de travaux 
préparatoires au cours des prochains mois. II 
y a tout le volet des politiques de défense qui 
à l'automne fera l'objet d'un énoncé gouver-
nemental de politiques. 

Le ministre ne cache pas par ailleurs qu'il 
y a des politiques que l'on ne veut pas remet-
tre en cause parce que fondamentales. C'est 
le cas de la participation du Canada à l'ONU, 
tj l'Alliance atlantique (Otan) ou au Common-
wealth, à Norad. n en est de même pour la 
politique relative au contrôle des arme-
ments. 

M. Clark se défend de tout cynisme, se di-
Voir page 10: Clark 
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GAZETTE 

Clarles color: 
tattle-tale grey 

OTTAWA — Joe Clark has invented a nevr 
color of government document — the grey 
PaPer- 

We used to have "white papers" and "green 
papers" — white for a proposed government 
polic7 and green for a discussion  of something 
about which the government had yet to make up 
its mind. Clark's paper on foreign policy, pub-
lished yesterday, was supposed to be a green 
P8Per- 

Sometimes we even get "black papers" such 
as the "Black Paper on Tory Patronage" issued 
recently by Don Boudria, a charter member of 
the Liberal Rat Pack. 

None of these documents is quite the sort of 
thing about which yellow journalists write  pur. 

 pie prose. They're more likely to get wrapped 
up in red tape and forgotten. 

But recently there has appeared in Ottawa a 
kind of document even more fated for oblivion. 

These are the "discussion" papers and "con-
sultation" papers and "working" papers of the 

, Brian Mulroney government They've corne in 
varions  colors but mostly Tory blue. 

State the obvious 
Like many government documents, they state 

the obvious. But they state it so tediously, 
blandly and boringly that the reader ends up 
knowing less about the subject than before see-
ing the document 

Before you read one of these papers, you may 
think there is some hidden design beneath the 
surface of Tory tedium, some "hidden agenda" 
as Liberal leader John Turner would call it 

But after you've got past the surface, you 
doubt the hidden agenda. Take the surface away 
and there's nothing there. 

Of course, Clark has more excuse than most 
for producing a drab policy paper. 

The Chinese curse, "May you live in interest-
ing times," is a clue to diplomacy's objective. A 
diplomat who keeps his country out of the head-
lines is doing his job. To tell him he presided 
over one of the most boring periods of history is 
to pay him a compliment 

But Clark has done more than produce a sopo-
rific paper. He  bas made an inspired choice of 
cover showing Canada in an ocean of grey. 

If the Mulroney government stays in office as 
long as it hopes, the "grey paper" may become 
a standard Item when the government feels the 
need to say something about a subject about 
which it not only hasn't made up its mind but 
also doesn't wish to do any new thinking. 

ru concede that if you look hard enough at 
anything, you may think you see something 
there, like the ships on the horiton conjured up 
by the longing eyes of sailors adrift 

But anybody who sées new purpose and pat-
tern in the External Affairs document should 
re-read Foreign Policy for Canadians, the for-
eign policy review issued 15 years ago in the 
salad days of the Pierre Trudeau government. 

The Trudeau administration stated six "main 
themes" for foreign policy.  

*changed dramatically' 
The Mulroney government, declaring that 

things have "changed dramatically" since 1970, 
sets out six "objectives that derive frorn our 
values and aspirations." 

"Peace and security" was a Trudeau theme. 
"Peace and secmity" is a Mulroney objective. 

"Sovereignty and independence" was both a 
Trudeau theme and a Mulroney objective. 

The Trudeau government wanted to "foster 
economic growHi." The Mulroney government 
aima for "econcenic prosperity." 

The Trudeau list included "social justice." 
That's "justice and democracy" in Clark's grey 
Papen 

The Trudeau government was going to "en-
sure a harmonious natural environment" The 
Mulroney government list calls it "the integrity 
of our natural environment." 

Five of the six, then, are all but identicaL The 
sixth is called "unity" in the Clark paper and 
"enhance the quality of life" in the Trudeau 
list. 

Clark's paper does manage a few platitudes 
about the relationship with the U.S., something 
the Trudeau review mysteriously avoided. 

Otherwise, plus ça change, plus c'est la mérne 
chose. 

Southern News 



En Afrique du sud enfin, le db-
cernent signé par M. Clark met 
en question la politique actuelle !"..- 
de lutte contre l'apartheid et ge 
demande si • les investissements 
étrangers font partie du prublè- 
me ou de la solution Le gou-
vernement laisse actuellemedt 
les compagnies canadiennes li-
bres de leurs options à cet égard. 

LE LIVRE 
SUITE DE LA PAGE A)  

Kelleher, devra définir avant le 
mois de septembreAa position du 
Canada en ce qui concerne les 
relations commerciales avec les 
Etats-Unis. De méfie, le mlnls-
;ro ■ le  la Defensu. Erik N'Oser:, 
prepaie de son côté un Livre 
blanc pour l'automne et devra 
meule avant cela prendre des 
décisions Importantes en ce qui 
concerne notamment la partici-
pation du Canada à ce qu'il est 
convenu d'appeller • l'initiative 
de défense stratégique 

En conférence de presse hier, 
Joe Clark a longuement insisté 
sur le respect du processus par-
lementaire et a suggéré que le 
gouvernement serait mal venu 
d'ignorer des recommandations 
unanimes du comité. 

Le Livre vert devait être pu-
blié avant la fin de février mals 
le Secrétaire d'État a tenu à 
s'amener au Cabinet pour faire 
prendre conscience à chacun de 
ses ceilegues des Implications 
que cette révision de la politique 
étrangere aurait sur leurs minis-
tères. 

Interdépendances 
Le Livre vert tnet l'accent sur 

les • réseaux d'interdépendan-
ces • qui dominent le système 
économique international, les re- 

lattons politiques entre les pays 
et les questions de sécurité. 

M. Clark a longuement Insisté 
hier sur les contraintes économi-
ques et financières qui s'impo-
sent aujourd'hui au Canada, 
l'obligeant à faire des choix plus 
serrés et à mieux définir ses 
priorités. Sans se reférer à la 
« realpulitik • comme telle, Jue 
Clark a déclaré en conférence de 
presse : • Le Canada aura tou-
jours un rôle important à jouer 
mals nous ne pouvoms pas tou-
jours faire ce qu'on voudrait fai-
re.. 

Outre cette préoccupation 
d'élaborer une politique étrangè-
re canadienne à la mesure des 
moyens du Canada, le document 
des Affaires extérieures transpi-
re le préjugé favorable à l'Occi-
dent et aux États-Unis et s'en 
prend fermement au • risque mi-
litaire • que représente l'Union 
soviétique et à • son antipathie à 
l'égard de nos valeurs., 

L'aide au 
développement 

Quant à toute la question de 
l'aide au développement, le Li-
vre vert réaffirme la politique 
traditionnelle du Canada mais 
pose quelques questions qui ne 
manqueront pas d' i nquiéter les 
• tiers-mondistes..  La section du 
Livre vert consacrée à la • coo-
pération au développement in-
ternational  • fait d'ailleurs  

maintenant partie du chapitre 
consacré aux Affaires économi-
ques internationales, La vie des 
organismes multilatéraux com-
me l'ONU et ses agences est 
pour sa part intégrée au thopitre 
sur la paix et la sécurité Interna-
tionales. 

Bien qu'Il prévienne dans l'in-
troduction que son Livre vert 
« ne constitue pas une revue de 
politique étrangère au sens clas-
sique., l'exposé de. Joe Clark 
suggère que la politique exte-
Meure canadienne se résume dé-
sormais à des questions d'inté-
rêts économiques et de securité 
nationale. Et dans l'un et l'autre 
cas, le voisinage des Etats-Unis 
est déterminant. • Nous apparte-
nons à l'Amérique du Nord sans 
être Américains déclare Jue 
Clark. 
Commerce 
International 

Dans le domaine du commerce 
international, le Livre vert réaf-
firme l'appartenance du Canada 
au système international du 
GATT mals rappelle l'urgence 
des négociations que vont entre-
prendre les États-Unis et le Ca-
nada dès cet automne. 

Dans le domaine de la sécuri-
té, le Canada rappelle son atta-
chement à la Charte des Nations 
unies mais ajoute que, • puis-
qu'on ne peut se fier à l'ONU 
pour garantir la sécurité • des 

Etats. le Canada attache davan-
tage d'importance au systame 
de défense de l'Atlantique Nord 
et à celui du continent nord-amé-
ricaln. 

Le Livre vert consacre un long  
chapitre à la plaee du Canada 
dans le monde pour constater 
que son Influence au plan com-
mercial et son rult dans la dé-
fense des valeurs de l'Occident 
n'ont cessé de diminuer depuis le 
début des années 70. • Le Cana-
da peut être à la fois puissant 
sur le plan économique et in-
fluent dans la cause de la paix et 
de la sécurité •, a f firme Joe 
Clark. ajoutant qu'Il faudra -ce-
pendant se limiter dans nos am-
bitions. 

Le dernier chapitre qui, com-
me tous les autres documents-de 
consultation du gouvernement 
Mulroney, parle • d'axes de 
changement énumère une qua-
rantaine de questions. 
Le domaine 
économique 

Dans le domaine économique, 
la place la plus Importance est 
accordée au commerce canado-
américain : entre le statu quo, 
un accord-cadre bilatéral, des 
arrangements commerciaux 
sectoriels ou fonctionnels et un 
accord global de libre-échange, 
le gouvernement semble pen-
cher vers la conclusion d'un 
Traité de libre-échange qui ex- 

cluerait • les secteurs de notre 
vie politique, culturelle et écono-
mique qui sont essentiels à notre 
sentiment d'appartenance natio-
nale 

Le document réaffirme l'ou-
verture aux investissements 
étrangers et att savoir-faire 
technologique — en particulier 
ceux des Etats-Unis — et identi-
fie en particulier des pays ou des 
réglons auxquels on ne faisait 
pas jusqu'ici référence spécifi-
quement, comme Hong-Kong et 
le Moyen-Orient. 

Au chapitre du développement 
international, l'objectif d'accor-
der 0,7 p. cent du PNB à l'aide 
Internationale d'ici à 1995 de-
meure mais le Livre vert fait 
souvent référence aux contrain-
tes économiques et financières 
auxquelles le Canada doit faire 
face. M. Clark a refusé d'élabo-
rer sur les Intentions du gouver-
nement, se retranchant derrière 
le secret budgétaire. 

Dans le domaine de la sécuri-
té, le Livre -vert accorde une 
nette priorité à la protection de 
l'espace nord-américain et pré-
vient que le Canada • pourrait 
avoir ultimement à prendre des 
décisions sur certains des Inté-
rêts divers et parfois contradic-
toires, tant au niveau stratégi-
que et technique que sur le plan 
du contrôle des armements, qui 
entrent en Jeu dans la défense  

stratégique C'est ainsi, ajoute 
le document, que la participation 
à l'Initiative de défense stratégi-
que pourrait à la fois entrainer 
le Canada dans l'option nucléai-
re tout en lui procurant des re-
tombées technologiques considé-
rables. 
Les régions 

Le Livre vert fait enfin réfé-
rence à plusieurs réglons du 
monde où les tensions et les con-
flits perdurent. En Amérique 
centrale et dans les Antilles, le 
Canada se demande s'il ne de-
vrait pas jouer un rôle plus actif. 
Le gouvernement souhaite que le 
Parlement se prononce sur l'op-
portunité pour le Canada de de-
venir membre de l'Organisation 
des États américains, plutôt que 
de rester observateur comme 
actuellement. ' 

Au Moyen-Orient, le Livre vert  
demande s'il ne faudrait pas re-
mettre en cause la politique 
d'équilibre adoptée par l'ONU et 
traditionnellement suivie par le 
Canada. 
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in OTTAWA — Le gouvernement fédé- 
rai a indiqué hier son intention de se 

ranger sans réserve dans le camp de l'Oc-
cident et des États-Unis. . 

MiCHEL VASTEL 
de notre bureau d'Ottawa 

Tant sur la politique nucléaire de l'Al-
liance atlantique que sur les relations com-
merciales avec les Etats-Unis, le Livre 
vert déposé hier aux Communes par le Se-
crétaire d'Etat, M. Joe Clark, met de côté 
les réserves traditionnellement exprimées  

par l'ancien gouvernement libéral et les 
na tionalistes.canadiens 
Ille gouvernement canadien ne discute 
plus l'intention de l'OTAN de • recourir en 
premier aux armes nucléaires pour ripos-
ter à une attaque classique en territoire oc-
cidental D. L'ancien premier ministre, 
Pierre Trudeau, avait publiquement expri-
mé ses préoccupations face à une telle po-
litique qui risque de conduire à une escala-
de vers un—conflit nuciéraire, en 
particulier en Europe ; 

•  le gouvernement canadien considère 
maintenant que s notre politique culturelle 
et notre politique étrangère seraient peut-
être moins A la merci des différends com-
merciaux bilatéraux si notre commerce 
avec les États-Unis était régi par un ac-
cord bien défini, mutuellement contrai-
gnant et avantageux • ; c'est le contrepied 
de la position traditionnelle des nationalis-
tes canadiens pour qui tout accord de libre-
échange avec les Etats-Unis constitue un 
premier pas vers une union monétaire et, 

ultimement, l'union politique et l'assimila-
tion culturelle. 
Processus 

Le document de 47 pages, intitulé • Com-
pétitivité et sécurité : orientations pour les 
relations extérieures du Canada sera ré-
féré rapidement à un comité mixte de la 
Chambre des communes et du Sénat. Le 
Parlement devrait transmettre ses recom-
mandations au gouvernement d'ici le prin-
temps 1988. 

M. Clark n'ignore pas cependant que le 
ministre du Commerce extérieur, James  

photoleset Reuter voir LE LIVRE en A II 	M. Joe Clark 
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Clark paper 
stresses 
freer trade 
with U.S. 

Gazette News Services 

OTTAWA —  Canadas  economic 
future is vitally dependent on freer 
trade with the United States, ac-
cording to a major discussion paper 
released yesterday by External Af-
fairs Minister Joe Clark. 

"A new Canada-U.S. trade re-
gime, incorporating expanded mutu-
al trade obligations, could provide a 
stable, long-term solution to Can-
ada's vital objectives of secure ex-
port market access and enhanced 
international competiveness," says 
the long-awaited document outlin-
ing foreign-policy options. 

Threat to exports 
It warns protectionist sentiment 

in the U.S., Canada's largest trading 
partner, could result in restrictions 
on Canadian exports, threatening 
"the prosperity of Canadians from 
coast to coast and could have partic-
ularly severe regional impacts." 

The document asks about 50 ques-
tions on a wide range of topics from 
defence to development assistance, 
human rights and Canada's tradi-
tional roles in international instiu-
tions and relations with  varions 

 countries and regions of the world. 
But its main emphasis is on eco-

nomic issues, particularly trade and 
competitiveness 
and their effect 
on jobs and the 
standard of liv-
ing. 

Clark told a 
news confer-
ence the paper 

1 represents "a 
major change of 
emphasis in Ca-
nadian foreign 
policy" through 

its stress on "economic interdepen-
dence." 

The document, titled "Competi-
tiveness and Security: Directions for 
Canada's-International Relations," 
indicates the Mulroney govenunent 
expects to play a less-ambitious role 
on the world stage than the former 
Liberal government attempted to 
do. 

"Reduction of the budget deficit 
may require further retrenchment 
In  some of our international activi-
ties," Clark said. "Priorities will 
have to be established, difficult 
choices will have to be made." 

Opposition MPs threatened not to 
participate on a special joint com-
mittee of the Commons and Senate 
to study the paper and hold public 
hearings before making policy rec-
ommendations to the government 
by May 1986. 

Timing criticized 
They said much of the contents of 

the foreign policy paper will be re-
dundant when the government re-
leases a position paper on defence 
this falL The government bas also 
announced it may have to make key 
trade decisions before the policy re-
vievr has been completed. 

The External Affairs document, 
which represents the first overhaul 
of Canada's foreign policy since 
1970, says Canadians must take a' 
hard look at the cormtry's foreign 
policy if they want to compete in the 
international marketplace and influ-
ence world peace and security. 

It warns Canada can no longer 
take its prosperity and national se-
curity for granted or bolate itself 
behind barriers. 

smears News. CP 

JOE CLARK 
Cash squeeze 



Joe Clark, minisIre des Affaires extérieures. 
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Le Canada donne un mise 
en garde à l'UNESCO 
!rj OTTAWA — Les institutions économiques et 
'hl sociales des Nations-unies sont trop politisées 
et, dans certains secteurs, trop peu d'attention est 
accordé aux budgets et aux coûts affirme le Li-
vre vert sur la politique estérieure canadienne. 

MICHEL VASTEL 
de notre bureau d'Ottawa 

Le document. déposé hier aux Communes par le 
ministre Joe Clark, rappelle que l'UNESCO en est 
un exemple éloquent. Le Canada a déjà annoncé 
son intention de reffnmer l'UNESCO de l'intérieur 
alors que les Etats-Unis s'en sont retirés. M. Clark 
pose carrément la question aux Canadiens: laquel-
le des deux attitudes faudrait-il adopter. 

C'est la pretniere fois que le gouvernement cana-
dien remet ainsi ouvertement en cause son apparte-
nance a l'UNESCO alors que la participation du Ca-
nada à la plupart des grandes institutions 
Internationales — OTAN, ONU. GATT ou 
FMI -- n'est tout simpeletnent•.. pas negociable.. 

Le ton général du Livre vert. Intitulé Compétitivi-
té et sécurité transpire le scepticisme et prend net-
tement ses distances par rapport au biais résolu-
tuent favorable à l'UNESCO affiché par l'ancien 
gouvernement. 

• Certains pays, rappelle le document signe par le 
secrétaire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures, n'atta-
chent plus la même importance à l'ONU. Dans ces 
circonstances, II faut nous demander dans quelle 
mesure l'Organisation peut servir nos intérets et 
ptiorites actuels et éventuels. SI t'UNESCO est ef-
fectivement irremplaçable. concède le document. 
quelle priorité devrions-nous accorder à sa revitali-
sation et quelles mesures concrètes pourrions-nous 
prendre? • 

De source autorisée, on précise que d'autres «fi-
liales. de l'ONU, notamment l'Organisation inter-
nationale du travail, affichent de plus en plus un 
comportement qui dérange le gouvernement Mul-
roney. 

Le Livre vert évoque encore, sans approfondir, la 
participation du Canada à d'autres institutions 
multilatérales commdle Commonwealth ou le som-
met de la Francophonie. 

Le scepticisme du gouvernement à l'endroit du 
multilatéralisme apparait d'autant plus qu'il 
s'étend longuement sur les vertus des relations ca-
nado-américaines pour ce qui est de l'économie, et 
sur celles du Traité de défense de l'Amérique du 
Nord ( NORAD) dans le domaine de la sécurité. 
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nada doit reconstruire sa force 
erciale et p algique dans le monde 

In OTTAWA — La part corn- 
inerciale du Canada dans 

Teconotnie mondiale et son In-
fluence politique auprès des au-
tres pays a diminue au cours des 
dix dernieres années. Pour re-
prendre le terrain perdu, le Ca-
nada devra eue plus compétitif 
sur les marches commerciaux et 
reconstruire sa capacité militai-
re auprès de ses alliés. 

MAURICE JANNARD 
de notre bureau d'Ottawa 

C'est l'Importante conclusion 
à laquelle en arrive le Livre vert 
sur les a tf aires extérieures pu-
blié hier par le gouvernement 
canadien. 
• Tranchant avec le passé. la  
nouvelle orientation d'Ottawa 
relie, dans un seul ensemble, la 
prospérité économique du pays 
et les efforts du Canada pour 
maintenir la sécurité et la paix à 
l'intérieur comme à l'extérieur 
de ses frontières. 

Sur le plan économique. le do- 

cument fédéral constate que le 
Canada n'a pas été en mesure de 
suivre l'évolution du commerce 
international à cause du manque 
de compétitivité de son indus-
trie. 

Les partenaires commerciaux 
font de moins appel, constate le 
document, aux matières pre-
mières du Canada; qui furent du-
rant plusieurs décennies sa force 
dominante. 

De plus, au cours des dix der-
nières années, la part des pro-
duits manufacturés canadiens 
vendus à l'étranger a diminue, 
tandis que d'autres pays comme 
le Japon et les États-Unis ont 
sensiblement accru leurs ventes. 
Non au protectionnisme 

Parallèlement, le Livre vert 
constate que le protectionnisme 
demeure un grave danger pour 
le Canada. Un exemple cité: ce-
lui du Marché commun européen 
où les produits céréaliers recol-
vent des subventions de l'État, 
nuisant ainsi aux ventes cana-
diennes dans les pays tiers. 

Le Japon protège également 
l'agriculture et les produits fo-
restiers. Aux États-Unis, les vi-
sées protectionnistes du Congrès 
s'expriment de plus en plus for-
tement, constate le document ca-
nadien. S'il veut survivre, le Ca-
nada doit refuser la solution 
protectionniste, conclut l'énoncé 
de politique fédérale. 

Le document suggère même 
de réduire l'aide gouvernemen-
tale aux industries canadiennes 
en déclin. • Nous pouvons moins 
compter sur la protection du 
gouvernement pour les autres in-

- dustries qui ne sont pas, ou ne 
peuvent pas, être concurrentiel-
les. • 

En augmentant la recherche 
et le développement dans les in-
dustries forte a canadiennes 
( papier journal, céréales et ma-
tériel de transport, par exem-
ples ), celles-cl seront plus con-
currentielles dans les marchés 
mondiaux. 
Le GATT et plus 

Le Livre vert présenté par le 

ministre Joe Clark propose com-
me solution la voie négociée 
pour ouvrir les marchés et non 
pas le repli sur sol. 

Ottawa croit qu'une nouvelle 
ronde de négociations multilaté-
rales, dans le cadre du GATT 
( Accords généraux sur le com-
merce) pourra débuter dans les 
12 ou 18 prochains mois. 

Malgré ce désir de poursuivre 
les eforts au sein du GATT, le 
document de M. Clark réaffirme 
qu'Il sera quand même souhaita-
ble que le Canada et les États-
Unis négocient un accord spécial 
sur le commerce. 

Le rapport fait également état 
des alois présentés une premiè-
re fois dans le document de con-
sultation du ministre d'État au 
Commerce international, James 
Kelleher. 

Toutefois, depuis la publica-
tion de ce document Kelleher, un 
fait nouveau est survenu: au ré-
cent sommet de Bonn, la France 
a refusé de s'engager dans une 
autre ronde de discussions, for- 

çant ainsi les autres pays du 
Marché commun à la suivre 
dans son rejet. 

Un tel développement ne peut 
qu'amener le Canada et les 
Etats-Unis à resserrer leurs 
liens commerciaux, ce que ne. 
manque pas de souligner le rap-
port dévoilé hier. 

Puissance militaire 
Le gouverment canadien esti-

me que le poids et l'influence po-
litiques du Canada ont diminué 
récemment.. Depuis dix ans, les 
alliés du Canada sentent que ce-
1W-ci participe avec moins de dy-
namisme et de créativité à cer-
taines institutions politiques 
Internationales. • 

Le pays est moins présent que 
par le passé dans les missions de 
paix à l'étranger, note le rap-
port. Cette baisse est surtout 
sentie au ministère de la Défen-
se. • C'est dans le domaine de la 
capacité militaire que notre 
puissance a connu son déclin le 
plus marqué. • 

• 

Par exemple, le Canada a ré-
duit de beaucoup ses efforts 
pour protéger son propre terri-
toire et ses côtes maritimes 
étendues, déplore le document. 

Étant donné que les ressources 
financières sont limitées, M. 
Clark propose de renforcer la 
participation du Canada au sein 
des différentes alliances. 

Par exemple, dans la défense 
du territoire nord-américain, les 
Installations canado-américal-
nes seront améliorées par la mo-
dernisation et le remplacement 
de la vétuste ligne DEW, dans le 
cadre de NOBAD. 

En Europe,  qualifiée de ré-
gion militaire «la plus critique 
au monde., le gouvernement 
Mulroney annonce que la contri-
bution canadienne à l'OTAN doit 
être  renforçée. Il semble donc 
que le Canada, dans le conflit ; 
Est-Ouest, ne sera plus neutre 
ou ne cherchera plus un rôt' 
d'arbitre. 



Pour l'opposition, un exercice futile de consultation 
mi OTTAWA — Le Livre vert 
"3  du gouvernement Mulroney 
sur la politique extérieure cana-
dienne est un .exerrice futile., 
visant davantage à distraire les 
députés de la majorité qu'à con-
sulter la populatiun, art irment li-
béraux et néo-dernocra tes. 

GILLES PAQUIN 
de notre burette d'Ottawa 

A preuve, le cornac mis sur 
pled par le gouvernement met-
tra un an à livrer son rapport 
alors que le gouvernement doit, 
au cours des prochains mois, 
prendre une foule de décisions 
Importantes en matière de rela-
tions exterieures, a dit hier la 
critique néo-démocrate en ma-
tières êtraugeres, Pauline Je-
wett. 

Réunis lors d'une exception-
nelle conférence de presse con-
jointe, en fin d'après-midi hier, 
tant Mme Jewett que son homo-
logue libéral, Jean Chrétien, ont 
laissé planer des doutes sur leur 
éventuelle participation aux tra-
vaux de ce comite. 

Même s'il admet que l'opposi-
tion n'a guère le choix, M. Chré-
tien soutient que son parti pour-
rait bien s'abstenir de participer 
à cette consultation. Il se dit prêt  
à se joindre au comité si celui-cl 
adopte ses priorités et étudie 
d'abord la participation du Ca-
nada aux recherches américai-
nes sur l'Initiative de défense 
stratégique, qualifié de «guerre 
des étoiles • par ses détracteurs. 

Le gouvernement Mulroney 
prendra une décision à ce sujet 
le mois prochain. Il présentera  

ensuite un livre blanc sur la dé-
fense et adoptera des politiques 
en matières commerciales, long-
temps avant que le rapport de 
consultation de M. Clark ne soit 
publié, note Mme Jewett. 

Le comité ne peut tenir des au-
diences publiques pendant un an 
alors que toutes ces décisions se 
prendront, affirme Mme Jewett. 
D'ailleurs, dit-elle, tous les sec-
teurs de la population ont déjà 
été consultés sur ces questions. 

Le Sénat, par exemple, a 
passé trois ans à étudier la libé-
ralisation des échanges avec les 
Etats-Unis. La Commission 
Macdonald sur l'économie en a 
fait autant et remettra son rap 
port bientôt, souligne Mme Je-
wett; 
Élu pour changer 

Pour le ministre des Affaires 

extérieures, Joe Clark, il n'y a 
pas de contradiction dans la dé-
marche du gouvernement. On vit 
dans un systeme parlementaire 
ou un gouvernement peut tou-
jours changer les orientations 
adoptées par son prédécesseur. 

. Si le comité présente une po-
sition unanime très forte, Il est 
possible que le gouvernement re-
vienne sur sa décision ajoute 
cependant M. Clark. 

• Jusqu'à ce que les recom-
mandations du comité soient 
connues, personne ne pourra 
préjuger de la volonté du gou-
vernement d'en tenir compte 
de conclure M. Clark. 

Mais cette réponse ne satisfait 
pas le NPD pour autant: • Ce 
n'est pas un document sur la po-
litique extérieure mais un texte  

sur les investissements ., criti-
que encore Mme Jewett. 

• Il n'y a qu'un paragraphe sur 
la guerre des étoiles, une page 
sur l'Amérique latine et deux pa-
ges sur l'aide au développe-
ment ., dit-elle. 

• C'est inacceptable, au mo-
ment ou 60 000 personnes mani-
festent à Vancouver contre la 
participation canadienne à la 
guerre des étoiles et à la course 
aux armes nucléaires, ajoute-t-
elle. Ce l'est encore plus à une 
époque ou les Canadiens ouvrent 
leurs coeurs à l'Éthiopie et en 
une période ou la guerre menace 
la survie des nouvelles démocra-
ties en Amérique latine 	dit- 
elle. 

Pour M. Chrétien, qui était mi-
nistre des Affaires extérieures  

dans le gouvernement Turner, le 
livre vert du gouvernement n'est 
qu'un nouvel emballage du rap-
port annuel de ce ministère. 

C'est un peu ridicule de pren- • 
dre une année à étudier ce docu-
ment alors que des problèmes 
urgents st posent dit-II. 

Il s'est dit davantage intéressé 
à traiter de l'attitude du gouver-
nement par rapport à l'embargo 
américain contre le Nicaragua 
ou encore à la course aux armes 
nucléaires.. Je ne crois pas que 
le comité puisse amener de révi-
sion importante de ces politi-
ques a, dit-il. 

En conclusion, M. Chrétien 
s'est dit *flatté de voir que le 
gouvernement conservateur se 
contente de poursuivre les politi-
ques établies par les libéraux.. 
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Le secrétaire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures, Joe Clark, a déposé, 
hier aux Communes. un document de consultation à l'intention des 
citoyens canadiens sur les relations du Canada avec le reste du 
monde. M. Clark a pris soin d'indiquer que cette consultation n'em-
pécherait pas le gouvernement de prendre des décisions d'ici le dé-
pôt du rapport du comité spécial en mai 1986. 
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Politique étrangère 

L' epposition menace 
de boycotter le comité 

par Patricia Poirier 
OTTAWA — Les partis 

d'opposition aux Communes 
ont menacé hier de boycotter 
les travaux du comité spécial 
chargé de revoir la politique 
étrangère canadienne. 

Selon l'ex-ministre libéral. 
Jean Chrétien. le comité spé-
cial. qui aura un an pour se 
promener à travers le monde 
afin d'étudier la politique 
étrangère du Canada. n'est 
qu'un prétexte pour faire  

voyager les députés conser-
vateurs d'arrière-ban. 

Pour sa part, la critique en 
matière d'Affaires extérieu-
res du Nouveau parti démo-
cratique. Mme Pauline Je-
wett. a soutenu que la créa-
tion d'un tel comité est une 
perte de temps. Cela va occu-
per les conservateurs désoeu-
vrés mais aussi coûter énor-
mément d'argent aux contri-
buables. a-t-elle affirmé. 

Lors d'une rencontre avec 

les journalistes hier, les deux 
porte-parole des partis d'op-
position ont vivement criti-
qué la publication du Livre 
vert, le qualifiant de »farce». 

M. Chrétien, ex-ministre 
des Affaires exétieures, a 
soutenu que ce Livre vert 
ressemblait à une revue an-
nuelle des opérations de ce 
ministère tandis que Mme Je-
wett a déclaré que le docu-
ment n'était ni plus ni moins 
qu'un traité prônant l'inves-
tissement et le commerce. 

-Le projet de la guerre des 
étoiles ne reçoit qu'une men-
tion d'un paragraphe, l'Amé-
rique latine, une page et le 
programme d'aide au déve-
loppement, deux», a-t-elle 
souligné.. 

Le porte-parole du NPD a 
affirmé qu'elle recommande-
rait aux membres de son par-
ti de ne pas participer aux 
travaux du comité spécial, à 
moins que le gouvernement 
fournisse des garanties qu'il 
ne prendra aucune décision 
sur une éventuelle participa-
tion au projet de recherche 
américain de la guerre des 
étoiles. avant que le comité 
ait entendu les Canadiens sur 
cet important aspect de la po-
litique canadienne étrangère. 

M. Chrétien a indiqué qu'il 
adopterait sans doute une at-
titude semblable. Il a ajouté 
que si le gouvernement était 
disposé à tenir des audiences 
publiques sur la question 
touchant le projet de la guer-
re des étoiles, le Parti libéral, 
qui prévoit organiser sa pro-
pre consultation sur le sujet 
au cours des prochaines se-
maines, annulerait ce projet. 

M. Chrétien n'a cependant 
pas caché que le projet gou-
vernemental consistant à fai-
re voyager un comité spécial 
composé de sénateurs et dé-
putés de tous les partis pen-
dant un an ne lui souriait 
guère. II a rappelé que les 
partis d'opposition ne pour-
ront se permettre de laisser 
voyager des députés pendant 
une aussi longue période en 
raison du petit nombre de 
membres dans l'opposition et 
de leur charge de travail. 

Hier, le secrétaire d'Etat. 
en publiant son Livre vert et 
en annonçant la vaste consul-
tation sur la réorientation de 
la politique étrangère can-
dienne. a soutenu que c'était 
la première fois que les Ca-
nadiens seraient appelés à se 
prononcer sur cet important 
sujet. 

Cependant. Mme Jewett a 
noté que le comité des Com-
munes sur les Affaires exté-
rieures reçoit chaque année 
les représentations de centai-
nes de Canadiens préoccupés 
par certains aspects de la po-
litique étrangère. 
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Les points saillants 
OTTAWA WC) — Le Secrétai-

re d'Etat aux Affaires extérieu-
res. NI..loe Clark. a déposé ,  hier 
aux Communes. le Livre vert 
sur les relations extérieures du 
('anada. un document de travail 
Polir une consultation qui se 
poursuivra jusqu'en mai 1986. 

Voici les points saillants de 
cet exposé: 

• Le Canada devra ajuster ses 
politiques qui influent sur sa 
compétitivité économique inter-
nationale et sur sa capacité d'a-
gir sur les affaires mondiales: 

• . les liens économiques entre 
les•Etats-Unis et le Canada de-
vront être intensifiés: 

• le Canada a un intérêt vital 
à voir s'amplifier la coopération 
économique internationale: 

• les Canadiens sont vivement 
intéressés à voir s'instaurer la 
paix au Moyen-Orient, pour des 
raisons de sécurité internationa-
le. dont la sécurité des approvi-
sionnements en pétrole, pour le 
bien-être de l'Eut d'Israel et.de 
ses voisins arabes: 

• le Canada continuera d'exer-
cer des pressions sur le gouver-
nement de l'Afrique du Sud pour 
qu'il abandonne sa politique de 
discrimination raciale: 

• le Canada a clairement inté-
rêt à ce que les pays endettés du 
Tiers Monde reprennent le che-
min de la croissance économi-
que: 	• 

• le processus de Contadnra 
offre le meilleur espoir d'un rè- 

ement du 'conflit en Amérique 
centrale. Le Canada mettra au 
service des intéressés son expé-
rience du maintien de la paix 
pour faciliter la création d'une 
commission de contrôle et de vé-
rification qui soit viable et qui 
puisse faire appliquer ses déci-
sions: 

• les Canadiens continuent de 
croire que la paix et la sécurité 
internationales trouvent leur 
meilleur appui dans un systéme 
Fondé sur le droit international 
et dans l'adhésion aux Nations. 
Unies. Mais l'ONU a grande-
ment besoin de renouveau et de 
réforme: 

• moralement et politique-
ment. le Canada doit continuer à 
défendre les droits de l'homme 
sur le plan international et gar-
de; ses partes ouvertes aux réfu-
giés: 

• les dépenses canadiennes au 
titre de la recherche-développe-
ment sont un indicateur impré-
cis>. mais les tendances qu'elles 
suggèrent ne sont pas rassuran-
tes: 

• la mise en place d'un nou-
veau régime commercial canado-
américain, qui comporterait un 
élargissement de nos obligations 
commerciales respectives pour-
rait apporter une solution stable 
et durable à nos objectifs essen-
tiels: 

• le Canada a deux grands ob-
jectifs: renforcer l'accès de nos 
entreprises aux marchés exté-
rieurs et maintenir l'intégrité du 
système du GATT: 

• l'approche canadienne de la 
promotion du commerce doit se 
fonder sur les besoins et sur 
l'engagement du secteur privé: 

• il faudra établir clairement 
ou se situe l'aide au développe-
ment dans la conception que 
nous nous faisons de notre bien-
être économique et politique, de 
nos obligations morales et de 
l'ensemble de notre politique 
étrangère: 

• le risque le plus immédiat 
pour la sécurité du Canada pro- 

• 

vient de la capacité militaire de 
l'Union soviétique et de son apa-
thie à l'égard de nos valeurs, de 
même que de la méfiance et de la 
compétition qui en découlent en-
tre l'Est et l'Ouest: 

• les grands intérêts canadiens 
en matière de sécurité conti-
nuent de s'accroitre, alors que 
les ressources militaires restent 
limitées: 

• le contrôle du territoire na-
tional ainsi que de l'espace aé-
rien et maritime est essentiel à 
notre souveraineté et sécurité: 

• la défense stratégique (IDS 
ou guerre des étoiles) soulève 
une foule de questions ,  sur les-
quelles les Canadiens pourront 
éventuellement devoir prendre 
des décisions: 

• il faut revitaliser l'ONU, 
surtout dans le domaine de la sé-
curité: .  

• de façon générale, l'ONU est 
trop politisée et, dans certains 
secteurs, trop peu d'attention est 
accordé aux budgets et aux 
coûts: 

• notre aide au développement 
international peut être mise au 
service de divers objectifs: hu-
manitaires. commerciaux. éconcr 
miques et politiques: 

• le protectionnisme commer-
cial et l'incertitude financière 
mettent en péril le système éco-
nomique international: 

• les ressources budgétaires ne 
permettent pas de faire tout ce 
que ce que le Canada souhaite-
rait entreprendre sur la scène in-
ternationale. En fait, la réduc-
tion du déficit budgétaire pourra 
commander de restreindre da-
vantage certaines des activités 
canadiennes dans le monde. 
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par Patricia Polder 

OTTAWA — La révision tant 
attendue de la politique étran-
gère canadienne devra tenir 
compte des conditions économi-
ques qui prévalent tant au 
pays qu'à travers le monde, a 
averti hier le secrétaire d'Etat 
aux Affaires extérieures. M. 
Joe Clark. 

Le canada doit faire des 
choix difficiles, décider où et 
comment il peut être plus effi-
cace pour assurer sa prospérité 
et sa sécurité, a indiqué M. 
Clark en commentant la publi-
cation de son Livre vert qui 
propose une réorientation de la 
politique extérieure. 

A une semaine du dépôt du 
budget fédéral, le document de 
M. Clark laisse entendre qu'il 
y aura de nouvelles coupures 
budgétaires aux Affaires exté-
rieures: «La réduction du défi-
cit budgétaire pourra nous 
commander de • restreindre da-
vantage encore certaines de nos 
activités dans le monde». 

Le Livre vert, qui se veut le 
prélude à une vaste consulta- 

tion des parlementaires et du 
grand public, soulève une cin-
9uantaine de questions quant à 
I avenir de la politique étrangè-
re, mais il s'agit clairement 
d'un document qui privilégie 
les rapports avec les Etats-
Unis. insiste sur le préjugé fa-
vorable à l'endroit de l'entre-
prise privée et dénonce l'Union 

soviétique qui constitue «le ris-
que le plus immédiat pour la 
sécurité du Canada» notam-
ment en raison de «son antipa-
thie à l'égard de nos valeurs«. 

Cependant une idée revient 
comme un leitmotiv dans ce 
rapport de quelque 50 pages. à 
savoir que le Canada ne peut 
se permettre de tout faire ce 
qu'il aimerait faire sur la scène 
internationale. 

«Tout n'a pas la même im-
portance pour nous, et 
d'ailleurs notre influence n'est 
pas la même dans tous les cas. 
Ce qui a déjà revêtu une impor-
tance capitale pourrait mainte-
nant en avoir moins», précise 
le rapport en refusant toutefois 
d'indiquer ce que le Canada de-
vra délaisser en raison des dif-
ficultés économiques. 

Il y a quand même quelques 
indices., ar exemple, dans le 
chapitre consacré à l'aide 
étrangère, le ministère rappelle 
que le Canada s'est engagé à 
porter son aide au développe-
ment à 0.0% de son Produit na-
tional brut d'ici 1990 et à 0.7% 
d'ici 1995, mais souligne très  

rapidement que «les fonds que 
le Canada peut consacrer a l'é-
tranger sont limités». 

Pendant qu'un comnité spé-
cial constitué de sénateurs et 
de députés se penchera au 
cours de la prochaine année sur 
les questions soulevées dans ce 
Livre vert, le gouvernement 
continuera à prendre les déci-
sions qui s'imposent sur les 
questions de politique étrangè-
re, notamment sa participation 
possible au projet de recherche 
américain sur l'Initiative de dé-
fense stratégique — ou guerre 
des étoiles, — et le renforce-
ment du commerce bilatéral 
avec les Etats-Unis. De plus le 
ministre de la Défense, M. Erik 
Nielsen ,  publiera son Livre 
blanc sur la défense. 

M. Clark. s'est dit convaincu 
que lé gouvernement sera dis-
poié à revoir certaines de ces 
dédisions si le comité fôrmule 
des recommandations «unani-
mes» sur des quastinns impor-
tantes, en particulier le dossier 
controversé de la «guerre des 
étoiles.» 

— Lire en page 3 
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OTTAWA — It's called Directions for Canada's Inter-
national Relations. 

But anybody hoping for new directions will be disap- . 
 pointed by the green paper released yesterday by 

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark. 
On the other hand, those who miss the good old days 

of Dick and Jane readers will have some fond 
memories renewed. . 

The paper offers nothing by way of policy direction 
but when it comes to hackneyed phrases, they haven't 
missed a single one. 

In the introduction, for example, we are told the fol-
lowing startling truths: 

"We  are a young nation but an old democracy 	we 
are a country of distinct regions ... we are at once 
North American and not American ... we are an Atlan-
tic nation ... we are a Pacific nation ... we are an 
Arctic nation." 

- Look Jane! See Spot run! 
And what of the serious issues, you ask? VVhat does 

the paper contain beyond the kindergarten rhetoric? 
Nothing. 
Under the heading "Policy in a Global Context," 

we learn: "The world is a vast complex of rivalries and 
allegiances, of rights and obligations, and of opportuni-
ties, constraints and competition." 

A shocker, eh? 
The entire paper is written this way. Rather than 

offering anything, it simply repeats the obvious and 
leaves it at that. 

It would be reasonable, for example, to expect this 

CLAIRE HOY 
On Parliament  Hill  

paper to deal seriously with the U.S. invitation to Can-
ada to participate in Star Wars research. 

After all, it has long been one of the dominant policy 
questions in the Commons and elsewhere, with feelings 
running high on both sides. 

So what does Clark's paper say about it? Well, read it 
and weep: 

"In the future, Canada may need to take decisions on 
some of the diverse and sometimes contradictory stra-
tegic, arms control and technological interests at stake 
in strategic defence ... (Star Wars) has been described 
nét only as holding out the prospect of enhancing deter-
rence and the promise of the eventual elimination of 
nuclear- weapons but also as potentially undermining 
strategic stability. 
. "Moreover, it could turn out to be a prodigious 
research effort, dwarfing the Apollo project in cost and 
technical complexity. Its technological spin-offs could 
be very important for both military and civilian sec-
tors. 

And now, Clark's cruncher conclusion on Star Wars: 
"Ne will have to reach a consensus on whether stra- 

tegic defence is likely to enhance or diminish our secu-
rity and we will have to consider to what extent our 
economic and technological interests are at stake." 

We already knew the Tories have to make a decision. 
The point is, what will they decide? And when? 

The paper doesn't offer a single clue about that. 
Then there's the issue of foreign aid. 
The paper simply reviews Canada's existing commit-

ment to foreign aid and asks a bunch of questions 
without offering answers — what should be the nature 
of the linkage between our trade and aid programs, can 
the critical role of women in food production and other 
development processes be better supported, how can the 
government assist Canadians best to help others, and 
how much of the goveriunent's efforts should be chan-
nelled through these Canadian non-governmental orga-
nizations (churches, private organizations, etc.)? 

These are all legitimate questions, many of which 
were vociferously discussed during the election cam-
paign. But govermnents are elected to supply answers, 
not simply repeat questions. 

Nothing sums up the 43-page document better than 
the last paragraph: 

"The problems we face — nuclear confrontation, eco-
nomic uncertainty, poverty, hunger and igno-
rance — are serious. None will be easily resolved. 
Progress will require vision, courage and compassion, 
Canada, drawing on its traditions, attributes and aspira-
tions, will make its contribution." 

Gag me with a spoon. 
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JOE CLARK 
Options. not policies 

the standard of living. 
"All countries are affected by economic devel-

opments in other countries," the paper says as it 
paints a gloomy picture of Canada's lagging produc-
tivitiy, slippage in international markets and less-
than-glowing commitment to education and research 
and development. 

"The international economy is our economy. We 
have to take a hard  look  at ourselves — our eco-
nomic competitiveness and our power and influence 
in international affairs — and at the need to 
change." 

The green paper represents the first overhaul of 
Canada's foreign policy since 1970. 

But opposition 111Ps were not impressed and threa-
tened to refuse to participate on a special committee 
of senators and MPs that will study the paper and 
hold public hearings before making policy recom-
mendations to the government by May 1986. 

"I'm not going to go through with the committee 
at this moment," New Democrat Pauline Jewett 
said. - 

"I just think it's a charade." 
Liberal MP Jean Chretien said it's difficult for his 

party, with only 40 MPs, to assign members to spe-
cial committees, especially if the committee is going 
to travel. 

The two external affairs critics were both angry 
that the government had released its discussion 
paper after taking several major policy decisions, 
including the agreement with the U.S. to modernize 
the north warning system. 

OTTAWA (CP) — Canadians must take a hard look 
at the country's foreign policy to compete in the 
international marketplace, says a federal discussion 
paper released yesterday. 

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark's green paper 
on foreign policy — which outlines government 
options rather than firm policy — says Canada can 
no longer take its prosperity and national security 
for granted or isolate itself behind barriers. 

"The world will not allow us that luxury. The 
whole range of international issues — economic, 
political and security — now extends unavoidably 

into our daily lives." 
The paper asks about 

50 questions on a wide 
range of topics from 
defence to development 
assistance, human rights 
and Canada's traditional 
roles in international 
institutions and relations 
with various countries 
and regions of the 
world. 

But the main emphasis 
is on economic issues, 
particularly trade and 
competitiveness and 
their effect on jobs and 
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Continued from page Al 
aid on the heels of the $180 million 
reduction in November. And it 
criticizes Trudeau's decision to 
trim Canada's troops in the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization. 

"The decline (in Canada's mili-
tary) was allowed to go too far," 
the paper says. It adds that our $2 
billion foreign aid budget must be 
re-examined because "Canadian 
funds for use abroad are limited." 

And in a bleak foreboding of 
massive spending cuts to be un-
veiled May 23 by Finance Minister 
Michael Wilson, the document 
warns that foreign aid may suffer. 

"Not everything is possible. We 
do not have the resources to do all 
we would like in international af-
fairs," Clark said in the introduc-
tion. 

"In fact, reduction of the budget 
deficit may require further re-
trenchment in some of our inter-
national activities. Priorities will 
have to be established; difficult 
choices will have to be made." 

Clark insisted the government 
will be open to ideas from the pub-
lic on foreign policy. 

But he noted that only "strong, 
unanimous" recommendations 
from the special committee Would 
have any influence in forcing the 
Conservative cabinet to reconsid-
er any decision it has made. , 

Opposition MPs quickly de-
nounced Clark's paper. 

They charged that the Tories 
have ignored the most pressing 
foreign policy issues while focus-
ing on the need to boost our eco-
nomic competitiveness. 

Liberal MP Jean Chretien said 
he was startled that Clark would 
virtually ignore Star Wars, yet 
"deal with marginal problems." 

Attacks paper 
, Chretien, the last external af-

fairs minister in the former Liber-
al government, also said it is 
amazing that Clark would suggest • 
Ottawa might alter its policy on a 
major issue, such as Star Wars, 
after making a commitment to 
the U.S. 

New Democrat MP Pauline Je-
wett (Ne* Westminster-Coquit-
lam) called the paper "an elabo- , 
ra te and expensive exercise to . 
keep Tory backbenchers busy" 
white the cabinet makes the major 
foreign-policy decisions. 

Jewett attacked the paper for 
concentrating on the need to boost 
trade while almost dismissing Star 
Wars, Latin America and foreign 
aid. 

"This is unacceptable at a time 
when 60,000 people took to the 
streets in Vancouver last month 
about Star Wars and the nuclear 

• 

arms race, when Canadians have 
opened their hearts in art unparal-
leled gesture to Ethiopia and when 
war, change and the survival of 
new democracies in Latin Ameri-
ca are critical issues," she said. 

In its only reference to Star ' 
Wars, the paper says the project's 
"technological spin-offs, could be 
very improtant for both military 
and civilian sectors. 

"We will have to reach a consen-i 
sus on whether strategic defence 
is likely to enhance or diminish 
our security, and we will have to 
consider to waht extent our eco-
nomic and technological interests 
are at stake." • 

While carefully avoiding the 
words "free trade," the paper s-ug-
gests a "comprehensive trade 
agreement" with the U.S. could 
avoid many of the current trade 
problems between the two nations. 
Its words are very similar to a dis-
cussion paper on trade policy 
releasid  in  January by Interna-
tional T.rade 'Minister James 
Kelleher.• • .. 

Military decline 	r 

On defence issues, the discussion 
paper claims Canada emerged 
from World War II "a major mili-
tary power, with an army of half a 
million soliders, a navy of 200 
ships, and ah air force comparable 
to that of Britain." 

But the Liberal governments of 
the mid • 1960s allowed the military 
to decline, it says. 
•"Some decline was inevitable 

and normaL Canadians have no 
history of large forces in peace-
time and no tradition of uni■rersal 
military  service. 	. It is now 
generally recognized, neyer the-
less, that the decline was allowed 
to go too far." •" • 

. On foreign aid, the paper claims 
Canada must reassess tts foreign 
aid spending„ especially in ternis 

 'of where it wants to,focits its ef-
forts. . « • . 

In November, Wil.son announced 
$180 million would be cut froin 
foreign aid. Canada will spend 
about $2 billion in aid, which 
amounts to about 2 per cent of 
total government spending. 

* "There is a need to examine  the  
objectives, policies and programs -
of Canada's co-operation  with  the 
Third World," the paper says. 

"In seeking the right balance in ; 
our programs abroad, we will 
have to decide the priorities' we 
wish to attach to humanitarian • 
objectivés, to, attaining commer-
cial benefits, to sharing in the 
management and support of the 
global economy and  the global 
environment and to achieving po-
litical stability and progress." . , 
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STAR 	_ 
Foreign  policy plans revealed 

doser US.  ties, 
outts .:: 

By Bob Hepburn Toronto Star 	• 
OTTAWA — The Progressive Conservative government is 

leaning toward a boost in spending on defence while slashing 
fbreign aid, a federal discussion paper 'on foreign policy indi-
cates. 

. The document, released yesterday » by External Affairs • 
Minister Joe Clark, also suggests that Canada should strengthen 
its ties with the United States, possibly through a special free-
trade pact. 

! But the 43-page paper virtually 
ignores the controversial Star 
Wars issue, devoting a lone para-
graph to whether Canada should 
join the U.S. in its $26 billion 
space-based defence project, for-
mally known as the Strategic De-: 
fence Initiative. 
: The Green Paper, called Direc-
tions for Canada's International 
Relations, is the Tories' first for-
th al .. effort to reshape Canada's 
foreign policy since taking power 
in September. It also is the first 
fail-scale public review of foreign 
golicy since 1970. 

• 4 • 
' Drastic changes 

.! It clearly signals that the Tories 
plan.to  alter drastically some long- 
standing policies followed by the 
rorther Liberal government !of 

• eierte Trudeau. 
4, Rather than proclaim new po il-
aies, in blunt language, however, 
the paper outlines various options 
for Canada. It asks more than 50 
questions ranging from what 
Canada should do about free trade 
to human rights and relations with 
Soptit Africa. 

At•the same time, Clark told re-
porters that some policies are un-
touchable, including Canada's 
membership in NATO, the United 
Nations, the Commonwealth, and 
the  annual economic summit of 
western leaders. 
.!• A special all-party committee of 
MPs and senators will be created 
io study the document. The group 
will hold hearings across Canada 
and' possibly overseas and will 
inake its recommendations on thè 
paper to the government in May, 
1986. 

In the meantime, Clark said, the 

_ — — 
0 Partial text of Clark's paper. 
Page Al9 

13 Tories abandoning activist 
world role. Page  All  

government will continue to make 
major decisions on foreign policy. , 

Specifically, Ottawa is expected 
to decide soon on whether to ac-
cept the U.S. invitation to join the 
Star Wars project, and on a free 
trade agreement with the U.S. 

In addition, Defence Minister 
Erik Nielsen will release a White' 
Paper outlining government poli-
cy on Canada's defence role within 
several months. 

Most of the foreign-policy'docu-.  
ment deals with the need for Cana-
da to increase its productivity and 
economic competitiveness 1n the 
world marketplace -  favorite 
campaign topics of Prime Minis-
ter Brian Mulroney. ' 

"The world will not allow us thé •. 
luxury (of isolating ourselves). The 
whole range of international issues 
— econotnic, political and security 
— now extends unavoidably into 
our daily lives," Clark said in an 
introduction to the paper... 

Improve trade ties . 

Despite efforts to hide  lis  prior-
ities, the government clearly 
wants to make a radical break 
from the foreign policies pursued 
by old Liberal regime. 

Specifically, it suggests that 
Canada needs to improve trade 
ties with the U.S. Trudeau pro-
moted trade with developing 
countries, the so-called Third Op-
tion. 

It hints • at new cuts in foreign 
See TORIES/page A4 	' 



• Pohcy paper 
OTTAWA (CP) — Canadian sover-

eignty -could be threatened unless a 
comprehensive 'trade agreement is 
reached with the United States, the 
federal government says in a new 
tack on the free  trade debate. • . 

• Going baçk to the turn of the cen-
fury,propoials for"closer economic 
ties with the U.S. have produced dire 
warnings of a negative impact on the 

•Canadian national identity. • 	• 
But the impact could be positive, 

says the foreign policy paper releas-
'eri yesterday by External Affairs 
Minister Joe Clark. 

"In negotiating an agreement to • 
liberalize trade, those areas of Cana- 

s  

sings praises 
dian political, cultural and economic 
life central to our sense of ourselves 
as a nation could be excluded from 
negotiations," the 43-page Green 
Paper said. I 

. "It is possible that if there were a 
well-defined, mutually obligating, 
beneficial treaty governing trade, 
cultural policy and foreign policy 
would be less affected by bilateral 
trade disputes than they are now." 

The paper elso argues that the ab-
sence of such an agreement could 
seriously hinder the access of Cana-
dian exports to the United States, af-
fecting our economic prosperity and 
resulting in the loss of jobs. 

of freer trade 
"Canada-based companies could 

increasingly be obliged to set up 
operations In the United States to 
reach and serve the U.S. market. 
• Like a discussion paper on trade 
released In January by International 
Trade Minister  James  Kelleher, 
Clark's paper outlines a number of 
possible trade arrangemeite with 
the Americans. But he leans toward 
the comprehensive agreement. 

The government has noted that a 
comprehensive agreement does not 
mean free trade. It would cover a 
broad range of industries, but would 
exclude others selected by the gov-
ernment. 

THE 

7.; •e• 
.or,. 

(--71 



MAY 1 -5 

Clark signals 
passive role 
on  world scene 

By Val Sears Toronto Star • 
OTTAWA — Canada's foreign policy has 

àhifted from forward to neutral. 
External Affairs Minister Joe Clark's discus-

sion paper, Directions for Canada's Interna-
tional Relations, completes the transition 
from  Canadas  activist rule in world affairs 
under Lester Pearson and Pierre Trudeau to a 
simple go-with-the-flow policy that suits the 
style of Prime Minister Brian Mulroney. 

Gone are the days when Canada was a "help-
ful fixer" un the international scene under 
Pearson, a Nobel Peace Prize winner; gym as 
well a rç Trudeau's North-South and peace 

The Mulroney Doctrine now 'requires Cana-
da to make the best deals possible in a *odd 
we cannot influence. 

The country's greatest foreign policy chal-
lenge, our bumpy affair with the United States, 
is to be a "new, constructive relationship" 
based on the-two basic tenents of the doctrine 
— closer economic integratiOn, and a wide-
open foreign investment policy to fuel the en-
gine of free enterprise: 

The Green Paper focuses its discussion areas 
un significant issues. 

In a section on American influence on Cana-
da, the paper lists such familiar "dimensions" 
as interest and exchange rates, export trade, 
foreign ownership and cultliral values. 

Second Option 
But it concludes that the -challenge is to "har-

ness them to serve Canadian interests" — not, 
as tlie Liberals sought to do, to stem the conti-
nentalist tide. • 

Mulroney has, in efféct, decideçl on the Sec-
ond Option. 
• Fifteen years ago, when then-external af-

fairs minister Mitchell Sharp produced his 
paper on foreign.  policy for Canadians, there 
was.scarcely a mention of the American rela-
tionship. 

But two years later, he wrote an essay for 
the semi-official external affairs magazine 
International Perspectives. In that article, he 
spelled out a view of Canada's options vis-a-vis 
the United States that.wère to guide Canadian 
policy up until the Mulronev.victory. •  

---Tlierè -  were, Sharp wiote, three options: 
maintain our present relationship with the 
Unitkl States; move to closer integration; and 

• 1het2ird  Option  . "pursue a comprehensive, 
long-term strategy to develop and strengthen 
the Unadian• economy and other aspects of 
our-,4,itional life' and in the process to reduce. 
thèpj-esent Canadian vulnerability.". 

_Although Sharp, no nationalist, disclaimed 
resfibrisibility for such mechanisms as the For-
eign Investment.Review Agency and-the Na-
tioneEnergy Program as instruments of the 
Third:Option, they were put in place under 
Trudeau. 

During all that time, however, the Third Op-
tion • had .not the slightest effect- on the en-
croacl‘ment of the reality of Canadian econom-
ici dependence on the United States. 

?byreld 	thirds of our exports to the U.S. 
early 1970s, as a new study points out, 

w.e .$ 	two- 
maflidt. That figure now is In excee of three- 
quarters and climbing. 

'So  Mulroney.  decided tha t Canada's best 
, Kmerlcan policy was to get along and go along 

witfi Uresident Ronald Reagan. • 
,ThéeThird Option didn't worlç lçt's try the 

Sequel. •• ". 
‘44, if 	Few changes , 	 • - - 

*There are signs of the Clark influence, how- 
ever: ;4 	 I •

•  

At one point, the paper  argues  "Americans 
seé bilateral issues predominantly in economic 
terms; Canadians see them in Political or cul-
tural terms as well as economic." 

• The economic factor ("jobs, jobs, jobs") is 
virtually all Mulroney sees. 

‘-There is a Clark — and external affairs de-
partment — vision of the Central American 
landscape as well. The paper sees "some signs 
of progress toward democracy in Central 
America" — not simply. Communist-inspired 
conspiracies, as Mulroney's Washington friend 
would have iL • 

The passing of time has barely changed the 
objectives listed by the Sharp and Clark papers 
— sovereignty and independence, justice and 
democracy, peace and security, economic 
prosperity and the integrity of our natural . 

 environment.- , 
The paper -now will be turned over to a par-

liamentary committee, which will use it as a 
basis for public hearings. 

Eut there .are decisions  an  such immediate 
matters as trade, Star Wars research and arms 
costrol that can hardly wait.until the commit-
tee reports next year. . , 
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Policy review 

sparks row 

in Commons 
OTTAWA (CP) — Opposition MPs insisted 

yesterday they will not sit on a special parlia-
mentary commiuee reviewing foreign policy 
unless the Goveriunent agrees to postpone deci-
sions on Star Wars and on a new trading rela-
tionship with the United States. 

Both the Liberals and New Democrats said 
there is no point spending time and money 
studying the nevr green paper on foreign policy 
if the Government plans to make key policy 
decLsions before the committee reports. 

The paper, tabled in the Commons Tuesday, 
will be referred to a committee of senators and 
MPs who are not expected to pnesent recorn-
mendations to the Government untll May, 1986. 

Yet a decision on the U.S. invitation to partici-
pate in research for the Strategic Defence Initia-
tive or Star Wars project is expected vrithin 
weeks. Also ,  new trade arrangements  muid  be 
agreed upon as early as this fall following talks 
between International Trade Minister James 
Kelleher and his U.S. counterpart. 

"The committee hearings will be absolutely 
irrelevant considering that two of the most 
important decisions facing the country are not 
part of it," Liberal Leader John Turner told 
reporters after a rowdy Commons question peri-
od devoted almost solely to the green paper. 

"We don't intend to participate tmless we get.  
a better commitment from the Gove rnment. ... 
This committee obviously  is  a make-work proj- 

• ect for a lot of Conservative back-benchers vrbo 
haven't anything better to do." 

; New Democratic Party external affairs critic 
Pauline Jewett said her party believes the 
committee would be "a charade, a mockery." 
unless the Goverment waits for It ro make 
recommendations on the Star Wars space de-
fence system and Canadian-US. trade. 

• "Why bother having a special committee 
spending a year discussing the matters upon 
which the Government has already made a deci-

' sion?" asked Miss Jewett. MP for New West-
minster-Coquitlarn. 

"Why bottier? Why put that enormous ex- 
• pense on the back of the  taxpayer?" 

But Defence Minister Erik Nielsen — filling in 
for the absent Prime Minis-ter Brian Mulroney 

e and External Affairs Minister Joe Clark — 
; balked at a direct answer to those and similar 
•questions from Liberal external affairs critic 
•Jean Chrétien who called the committee a waste 
: of time. 
r Mr. Nielsen insisted he could  flot  understand 

the opposi tion's attitude. 
"The world does not stand still while the par-

liamentary process continues," he said. 
; Besides being upset with the mariner in which 
•the foreign policy review is being conducted, the 
opposition MPs were not impressed with the 
contents of the paper. 

Mr. Chrétien called it a "Dick and Jane prim-
er on external affairs" and objected to some of 
the simplistic explanations it contained — state-

' nients such as "conflict dominates the politics of 
•the Middle East." "Africa is a vast and diverse 
continent." and "The Soviet Union is a military 
superpovrer." 



Canada needs free-trade pact with U.S., study says 
WASHINGTON (CP) — A fed-

eral government decision to  pur. 
sue  anything less than free trade 
vrith the United States will leave 
exports of Canadian goods and 
services unprotected against the 
rising tide of U.S. protectionism, 
says a major study by the C.D. 
Ilowe Institute. 

The study argues that a free-
trade agreement offers the only 
significant prospect of both se-
curing  Canadas  access to the 
U.S. market and increasing it. 

It also says such a pact would 
would help stem the current out-
flow of job-creating investment 
caused by Canadian exporters 
setting up branch plants In the 
United States to avoid real or ex-
pected U.S. barriers to trade. 

The study, written by econo-
mists Richard Lipsey and Mur-
ray Smith, was made public in 
Ottawa and Washington yester-
day by the Toronto-based lade- 

pendent economic-policy re-
search institution. 

The authors say maintaining 
the status quo could lead to long-
term stagnation and Job losses 
for the Canadian economy. 

In a point-by-point analysis of 
the  current debate over Canada's 
trade options, the study rejects 
anything less than free trade as a 
piecemeal and unsatisfactory 
approach. They argue that  such 
options as free trade in selected 
sectors or agreements to remove 
specific non-tariff barriers are 
"likely to produce a minimum of 
results for a maximum of nego-
tiating effort." 

They also say they are pessi-
mistic that multilateral efforts 
to expand Canada's trade possi-
bilities will lead to substantial 
gains, given Increasing protec-
tionist sentiment around the 
world. 

The Mulroney government Is 

JOE CLARK 
Wants lo liberalize trade 

currently' weighing Canada's 
trade options with an eye to 
making a decision by this sum-
mer. A federal foreign-policy 

discussion paper released Tues-
day by External Affairs Minister 
Joe Clark says the government 
wants to liberalize trade with the 
U.S. but makes no commitment 
on how far it is prepared to go. 

Lipsey and Smith acknowl-
edge that the idea of free trade 
evokes some deep-seated fears 
among many Canadians. Howev-
er, they argue that free trade 
does not have to threaten Can-
ada's foreign-policy indepen-
dence or result in a drift to polit-
ical union with the US. 

"If the reduction of tariffs 
from the former high levels to 
the present low ones did not cost 
us our political independence, 
why should a reduction from the 
present low levels to zero do so 
now?" they ask. 

The study also rejects the con-
tention by some critics that free 
trade will cost more Canadian 
jobs than it create& Factors such  

as interest rates, the Canadian 
exchange rate, world commodity 
prices and Canadian economic 
policies have more impact on 
jobs than is likely to occur from 
a gradual reduction of Canadian 
trade barriers, they say. 

The study suggests that many 
of the current Canadian cultural 
support policies could be main-
tained, despite the existence of a 
free-trade agreement. 

In cases where that is not pos-
sible, Canada should establish 
during the negotations that it has 
the right to support cultural ac-
tivities that would otherwise not 
survive In the vast U.S. market, 
it says. 

The study contends that freer 
trade would not necessarily 
cause foreign-owned companies 
to close their Canadian branch 
plants, as some critics argue, be-
cause there are incentives for 
them to reinvest ln Canada. 
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Dropping foreign policy could end 
agony of expensive reappraisals 

At this time of agonizing reapprais-
al of Canada's foreign policy, it is ap-
propriate to consider a drastic alter-
native — namely, to have no foreign 
policy at alL 

There are many virtues in this ap-
proach, not the least of which is that 
it vrould not be necessary to keep 
holding reappraisals — the reapprais-
als having to be, by definition, ago-
nizing. There has never been a non-
agonizing reappraisaL 

Not having a foreign policy to 
reappraise would cut down on the 
reappraising. It  is  impossible to reap-
praise a pollcy that does not exist, al-
though, as Canadians, we would try. 

There are other reasons not to 
have a foreign policy. This week's 
green paper on foreign po licy pro-
vides several examples. One is the 
sheer cost of printing it — all those 
charts and graphs, a fancy cover, 
committees to vrrite the stuff, com-
mittees to write the title — Competi-
tiveness and Security: Directions for 
Canada's International Relations — 
always making sure to put a colon in 
the middle of it, so as to add weighti- 
Den. 

The last big agonizing reappraisal 
was 15 years ago. It was entitled 
Foreign Policy for Canadians, along 
with a colon and sorne other words, 
and it was even more expensive to 
produce, contained as it was in boxes 
of different colors. 

But essentia lly, the policy we ago-
nizingly reappraise has been the 
same for decades: 

1. This is a very complicated 
world. 

2. The Americans are our friends. 
3. The Soviets are our friends too, 

although we would llke them to be 
better friends, but not at the expense 
of the Americans not being our 

. friends. 
•  4. Western Europe  Is  our friend. 

5. The nations of the Third World 
are our friends. We have a lot of 
sympathy for their troubles and 
would llke to sell them stuff. 

6. We believe in the United Nations 
and wish it were better. 

7. We don't like what South Africa 
Is  doing and wish someone would 
come up with a way to make it stop. 

IL We believe in peace and disar-
mament, up to a point. 

.Every time there is an agonizing 

re-appraisal,  ail  these points come up 
again, many dollars are spent looking 
at them and then not changing them 
much. 

After we don't change them very 
much, we hold hearings on the 
changes we haven't made. Plus we 
have to answer  ail the mail that 
comes in. The cost of it adds up, not 
to mention the agony. A policy of no 
foreign policy would e liminate aU 
this. 

Lacking a foreign policy, it vrould 
also not be necessary to host a lot of 
tiresome and expensive state visits, 
travels to Canada by presidents and 
prime ministers who don't want to 
come here much anyway and are 
only doing so because we have the 
same foreign policy they do. 

'There are some popular misconcep-
tions about not having a foreign poli-
cy that need to be cleared up. It  bas 

 been suggested, for example, that 
Canada, as a nation without a foreign 
policy, would simply abstain in all  
votes in important international bod-
ies, such as NATO, the Common-
wealth and the United Nations. Thus, 
our new non-foreign policy would ap-
pear to be no different than what we 
have been practising to date. 

However, a non-foreign policy 
would not ftmction in this way. As a 
nation without a foreign policy, Cana-
da would simply vote according to 
whatever felt good at the time. 

Further, our trade and aid efforts 
would be based not on geo-polilical 
considerations or bloc membership, 
but on impulse and, occasiona lly, 
whim. 'There might even be instances 
In which aid took place without trade, 
and vice versa. 

As for domestic political repercus-
sions, these would be insignificant. 
Many Canadians already labor under 
the delusion that Canada has no for-
eign policy. There would be no agony 
for them in finding out they were 
right all along. 

Charles 
Gordon 



0 Canada's special relationship 
with the United States is, likewise, 
not up for debate. The govern-
ment's main concern Is how best 
to "manage" the divergent inter-
ests of the two countries; 
0 In line with their pro-American 
stance, the Progressive Conserv-
atives are much more critical of 
the Soviet Union than were their 
Liberal predecessors. "We recog-
nize that Soviet behavior has been 
inimical to our interests," the 
paper says bluntly; 

A powerful strain of economic 
self-interest runs through the dis-
cussion paper. The government is 
convinced that Canada's influence 
in international affairs hinges, to a 
large degree, on Its ability to com-
pete as a trading nation. But this 
LI not new. In its 1970 foreign pon-
ey  review, the government of 
Pierre Trudeau singled out "eco-
nomic prosperity" as one of its 
chief foreign policy objectives. 

0 And finally, it looks as if for-
' eign aid may, once again, fall vic-
tim to federal cost-cutting. The 
section of the discussion paper 
dealing with ald is riddled with 
phrases such as "Canadian funds 
for use abroad are limited," and 
"Decisions will not be easy." 

Along with these policy signals, 

Clark' s foreign policy lacks imagination, excitement 

; 

By Carol Goar Toronto Star 
; OTTAWA — The Canada that 
emerges from the Foreign  policy 
discussion paper Issued by  Exter-
nat  Affairs Minister Joe Clark this 
week is a sombre, cautious kind of 
place.  It looks outward and sees 
tbreats and obligations. It looks in-
ward and sees difficult choices. It 
is a nation without vision. 

nVe can no longer take our 
prosperity for granted," the paper 
warns. "We can no longer take our 
security for granted, either. 

"After the optimism of detente, 
tensions have increased between 
East and West, contacts decreased 
and the arms race accelerated." 

All this is undoubtedly true, but 
Is hardly an inspiring way to 
launch the country's f irst full-
Hedged public debate on foreign 
policy. 
' The 43-page discussion paper 

dutifully sets out most of the right 
questions: What must Canada do 
to remain internationally competi-
tive? What kind of relationship 
with the United States do Cana-
dians want? Can the country's for-
eign aid dollars be better used? 
What is the best way to defend a 
huge but sparsely populated coun-
try? How can Canada help revital-
ize the United Nations? And which 
gifiese priorities matter most? 

But nowhere In the grey, care-
fully worded document is there 
any sense of excitement about the 
role Canada could play abroad. 
Nowhere does the Mulroney gov-
ernment display any inclination to 
redefine boldly the role of a "mid-
dle power" in a tense, troubled 
world. 

Canada once prided itself on 
being a peacekeeper, a bridge be-
tween rich and poor, a small but 
thoughtful player in world affairs. 
In the 1950s and '60s, "the Pearso-
nian tradition" was as much a de-
scription of Canada's state of mind 
as it was a tribute to Lester Pear-
son, Canada's 14th prime minister 
and best-known diplomat. Now 
that heritage seems to be slipping 
away. 

Clark's document espouses no 
ambitious international goals. It 
calls instead for "the careful set-
ting of policy priorities" in an 
atmopshere of restraint and real-
ism. 

To be fair, Clark himself dis- 

plays far more enthusiasm  for 
 new Ideas than does his innocuous 

discussion paper. He is genuinely 
excited about the prospect of send-
ing a committee of senators and 
MPs across the country to collect 
the views of ordinary Canadians. 

And he does intend to listen to 
them. "We don't want to establish 
our priorities blindly," he says. 
"We expect to receive advice that 
will cause us to change policy — 
that is the purpose of the process." 

At one point, in fact, lie  almost 
admitted that the watered-down 
discussion paper he was tabling — 
which had undergone months of 
bureaucratic revisions and cabi-
net tussles — was not his idea of a 
scintillating document. 

"There are a couple of graphic 
phrases in the text . . ." a report-
er noted. 

"I don't know how that hap-
pened," a grinning Clark replied. 

In spite of its timid language, 
however, the document does pro-
vide a number of clues to the 
Mulroney government's view of it-
self on the world stage: 

0 Canada's membership in the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion is non-negotiable. There is no 
prospect of becoming a neutral 
intermediary between East and 
West; 

the discussion paper provides an 
equally telling set of indicators: 
the missing priorities. 

The section on Latin America 
does not even mention Nicaragua. 

Virtually nothing is said about 
Canada's differences with the U.S.  
over the importance of global 
Institutions  such as the United Na 
Bons and the International Mone-
tary Fund. The U.S. has begun 
pulling away from UNESCO and 
reducing its commitment to Third 
World debt-relief programs. Will 
Canada be dragged along? 

Canada's cultural independence, 
a mainstay of Liberal foreign poli-
cy for years, is given only passing 
mention. This leaves many Cana-
dians wondering whether their 
government's new openness to the 
U.S. will be accompanied by a bar-
rage of American literature, tele-
vision and art. 

But what the discussion paper 
really lacks is imagination and a 
willingness to challenge Cana-
dians. - 

And that is a grievous oversight. 
This is a nation that contributed 
$80 million in cash and relief sup-
plies to Ethiopian famine victims 
when 1.5 million of Its own citizens 
were out of work. This Is a people 
who — even when they were 
ready to vote Pierre Trudeau out 
of office — still applauded his  

peace initiative. 
Clark ha s given Canadians a 

year to come up with a better ap-
proach to foreign policy than the 
take-no-chances doctrine that his 
bureaucrats have offered up. It 
should be easy. 

Cl)  

CAROL 
GOAR 

National 
Affairs • 
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Cramped vision of Canada's role 
"What kind of Canada do we want?" That was 

the spirited, energetic question about our role in 
thè world that the Trudeau government put to us 
in 1970. The implication was that most, if not all, 
things were possible. Joe Clark's question, 15 years 
later, is grey with middle-age: "What kind of 
Canada can we afford?" It is a cramped vision, 
paralyzed by worry about the Clef icit and narrow-
ly focused on Washington to the near-exclusion of 
thè rest of the world. 

Competitiveness and Security: Directions for 
Câncida's International Relations is a foreign poli-
cy; for accountants, not for a people who stormed 
onto the global scene in the 1939 war against to-
talitarianism and who for a half-century have 
been a leading voice for democracy, peaceful co-
existence between East and West, and internation-
al development. 

butted of its rhetoric, this thin 43-page docu-
mènt is little more than another special pleading 
for freer trade with the United States, for yet 
more foreign investment domination of our econo-
my, and for a shrinking from our responsibilities 
to help shape Western defence, improve foreign 

id and better East-West relations in a dark hour. 
'1'hat is sad, because Canadians themselves are-

n1 caught up with the notion of using our role in 
the world merely to advance our own narrow eco-
nomic interests. The policy review acknowledges 
Wis. On page 3 the document notes that Canadians 
are concerned with these issues, in order: National 
unity, sovereignty and independence, justice and 
democracy, peace and security, economic pros-
perity, the integrity of our natural environment. 
Yet the report goes on to dwell almost exclusively 
mi the economic aspect of our relations with other 
states, giving short shrift to popular concerns 
about issues like national sovereignty and peace. 

Reading the foreign policy review, it is easy to 
forget that we do matter on the international 
scene, and not just because we're large traders. 
Since 1970 Canada has joined the league of the top 
seven Western industrial nations and shouldered 
the political burdens that membership entaiL% 
we've become one of the developing world's most 
consistent champions and aid donors, and we've 
spioken wisely and well about detente, human 
rights and the peaceful settlement of international  

disputes. By any measure of political and econom-
ic accounting, we are a more influential country 
than we were 15 years ago. Yet this healthy per-
spective is utterly absent from the policy review. 
Instead, we Are told that we are weak, except 
when teamed up with the U.S. 

In 1970, the Trudeau foreign policy paper was 
criticized for all but ignoring Canada-U.S. rela-
tions in its bid to open us to a wider world. The 
Clark review makes up for that flaw, in spades. It 
is obsessed with our client relationship with the 
U.S.  Indeed, it could have been scripted by the 
White House. 

Freer trade with the U.S. is advocated to blunt 
the thrust of U.S.  protectionism, as is more foreign 
investment in our economy. The Soviet Union is 
described, in stark and uncompromising terms, as 
a direct threat to our security, with no attempt 
made to acknowledge their own security concerns. 
The U.S.  Star Wars research program is again de-
scribed as "prudent," and its lucrative high-tech 
spin-offs are cited as potential vehicles for im-
proving our own research and development. The 

. United Nations is assessed in terms of how it "fur-
thers Canada's current and prospective interests," 
instead of how it furthers the interests of a maior-
ity of its members. The date for living up to the 
commitment we made 10 years ago to boost for-
eign aid to 0.7 per cent of our gross national prod-
uct is put off by another decade, to 1995. 

The best tttat can  te  said for this dreary vision 
of Canada's shrinking global role is that it is not 
the last word on things. 

There are more spirited and more progressive 
voices in the land. They contend that we can have 
a better trading relationship with the U.S.  and a 
more competitive domestic economy without se ll

-ing off our birthright They believe that we do 
have  a role in Iostering detente, if we can find the 
courage to condemn foolishness and to advance 
commonsense. And they challenge the claim that 
we must wait another decade before boosting  our  
aid, while Africa starves. Those voices are the 
voices of Canada that the world has been accus-' 
tomed to hearing. They should speak up, fearless-
ly, as this government moves from the realm of 
policy papers, toward action. 
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Commitment to R&D looks rocky 
ff Joe Clark's foreign policy paper is like a 

bowl of grey porridge, it contains a few tasty rai-
sins. 

One of them is headed "Our It&D Perform-
ance." 

Though great nations may be kissed off with a 
sentence or two, three pithy paragraphs and a 
half-page table are devoted to R&D — jargon for 
research and development 

So we know External Affairs Minister Clark at-
taches great importance to this subject Yet on 
the same day he unveiled his green paper, offer-
ing it as the basis for year-long study by a com-
mittee of the Commons and Senate, Science Min-
ister Thomas Siddon was telling another parlia-
mentary committee that the government would 
not honor Brian Muironey's election campaign 
commitment to double R&D in his first  terni.  

This is another bit of evidence suggesting that 
the paper is not a serious at-
tempt to launch a major in-
quiry into what our forego 
policy should be. Govertunent 
decisions will continue to be 
taken without regard for this 
sketchy document 

Clark's paper places tre-
mendous emphasis on Cana-
da's competitiveness in inter-
national trade, also a favorite 
theme of the prime minister. 
Few people would question 
this emphasis. Few would 
doubt that Canada's poor per-
formance in R&D is a key to 
the problems we have encoun-
tered in recent years in com-
peting vrith the U.S., Japan 
and Western Europe in the 
markets of the world. 

Liberal governments also 
were good at proclaiming the 
importance of R&D, poor at 
doing much about it 

The results are in Clark's 
table, showing us eighth out 
of nine major trading nations 
measured by the percentage 
of gross domestic product 
spent on R&D. Our percentage is about half that 
of the U.S., which leads the pack, followed by 
West Germany, Japan, Britain, Sweden, France 
and Holland. Then  cornes  Canada and last, Italy. 

Depressingly, Canada's position in this league 
table in the early '80s was the same as it was in 
the early "70s, and our percentage figure was lit-
tle changed. In that same decade the U.S., Ger-
many and especially Japan considerably in-
creased their percentage spending. The results 
are apparent when we turn on the TV, deploy the 
family camera, or get stuck in a traffic jam. 

During last year's election campaign, when 
pressed on the cost of his promises, Mulroney 
provided a breakdovrn which included $100 mil-
lion extra for R&D in 1985-86 and $250 million 
more in 1986-87. 

After the election he named Thomas Siddon, an 

Christopher 
Young 
South» News 

engineering professor from the University of 
British Columbia, minister of state for science, 
an appointment acclaimed as an indication of se-
rious intentions in the field. 

In more than one interview, Siddon reiterated 
the commitment to double total spending on 
R&D. - 

Then in November, Finance Minister Michael 
Wilson reduced govermnent spending on R&D by 

about $70 million for 1985- 
86. We'll find out next 
Thursday what he plans to 
do in 1986-87. 

The government also de-
cided to scrap the Foreign 
Investment Review Agency 
and to encourage more for-
eign investment Whatever 
else it does, this policy is 
unlikely to boost R&D. 

One of the widely ac-
cepted reasons for Cana-
da's feeble research effort 
in the private sector is our 
high proportion of foreign-
owned industry, which gen-
erally keeps its research 
labs and development pro-
grams at home base. 

That's partly why oppo-
sition 111Ps have expressed 
concern about the proposed 
takeover of Ottawa's high-
tech communication firm, 
Mite' Corp., by British 
Telecom. 

Asked how government 
actions meshed with the 
views expressed in his pa-

per, Clark said he "could make the other case" 
— that more foreign ownenship 'will increase 
R&P. He also pointed out that Siddon had said 
government cub in R&D programs would not 
limit Canada's ability to excel. 

Oh well, that's  OK  then. 
Meantime, over at the Commons committee on 

miscelliuteous estimates, Siddon was explicitly re-
pudiating Mulroney's pledge. It was more a gen-
eral goal than a promise, said Siddon, and any-
way the government wouldn't be able to achieve 
it. 

Yet the Clark green paper tells us that all  in-
dustrialized cotmtries "see technology and innova-
tion as the most critical elements in today% eco-
nomic equation." 

Brian, Tom, this is Joe. 
Joe, meet Brian and Tom. 

Tom Skidoo 
Marching to different drummers? 
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Clarles greening 
of foreign policy 

The long-awaited and oft-postponed "Green' 
Paper" on Canada's foreign policy has at last 
seen the light of day. It won't be a best-sel-
ler. But that's not its purpose. 

Entitled "Competitiveness and Security: Di-
rections for Canada's International 
Relations," ttds compilation of generalities is 
only supposed to stimulate a year-long public 
review of Canadian policies in the world. 

A special committee of the House of Com-
mons and the Senate will undertake this long-
overdue task and Canadians across the land 
will be invited to make their contributions. 
'The green paper (it's actua lly grey) asks 
many questions. It was never supposed to 
provide the answers. 

• Whether or not the government  bas  made 
.up its mind on at least some aspects of for-
eign policy remains a mystery. This report 
'doesn't even make any recommendations. It 
does, however, start from the premise that 
'there are certain inunutables in Canada's 
foreign policy. 

To the stupefaction of few, well remain In 
the UN and NATO and continue to co-operate . 
with the U.S. in the defence of North Ameri-
ca. We'll try to play an active role in the 
Commonwealth, La Francophonie and the Or-
ganization for Economic Co-operation and 
Development 

' The Opposition — presumably before read-
ing the report — criticized External Affairs 
Minister Joe Clark for his proposed year-long 
parliamentary review. It even threatened not 
to participate in It It called the process a 
charade and a ploy to keep Tory back-ben-
chers out of mischief. 

Clark's idea may not be practicat You 
can't put diplomacy on hold for a year. 
We've got to take lots of decisions before 
May 1986, and they're not all housekeeping,. 

Yet a public review can't really be faulted. 
It makes good sense. Canadians have been 
too apathetic in foreign affairs, partly be-
cause they've felt powerless to do anything 
about them. Now's their chance. 

The paper's emphasis on trade and eco-
nomic matters is correct These underpin our 
pivotal relationship with the U.S. and shape 
our deepest options for the future. Its empha-
sis on interdependence is also apt So, above 
all, is its warning that we can no longer take 
our security for granted. 

Opposition parties will likely repent and 
decide to make their contributions to the re-
view. If they want to influence events instead 
of impress themselves with tactical game-
playing, they had better get se rious. That 
means doing some homework, even doing — 
o novelty! — some thinking. 

"The absent are always wrong," goes the 
French proverb. If the Grits and New Demo-
crats do stay away, we sha ll  end up with a 
very Tory foreign policy. 
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Liberals threaten 
to boycott talks 
on foreign policy 
By Val Sears Toronto Star 

OTTAWA — Liberal MPs say they will boycott a commit-
tee set up to assess a foreign policy discussion paper unless the 
government gives priority to tackling the issues of Star Wars 
research and trade with the U.S.  

Party leader John Turner yesterday called the paper 
released by External Affairs Minister Joe Clark — an "insult to 
the intelltgence." 

And the joint Senate-House of it 
Commons committee is a "farce," 
Turner said. 

Outside the Commons, New 
Democrat MP Steven Langdon 
(Essex-Windsor) said his party 
wants the same issues dealt with 
quickly but wants to keep its op-
tions open about any boycott of 
the committee. 

Clark absent 
The committee, which will take 

a year to report, is to hold public 
discussions across the country and 
also may travel to other parts of 
the world. 

Clark was not in the Commons 
to hear his discussion paper roast-
ed; he was in Montreal promoting 
it in a series of television and print 
interviews. 

The Liberal's external affairs 
critic, Jean Chretien, told report-
ers that a decision on whether 
Canada will participate "in Star 
Wars is a matter of weeks (away), 
awl the bilateral agreement on 
trade wet] the United States is for 
September. 

"So there's no use our discussing 
such matters after the horse is out 
of the barn." 

Star Wars is the popular name 
for the Strategic Defence Initia-
tive — a research project with the 
goal « destroying nuclear missiles 
in outer space. The U.S. has 
invited its allies to join the pro-
gram. 

Clark has said that the govern-
ment is ready to make foreign 
policy decisions while the commit-
tee meets, but that those decisions 
might be changed to reflect the 
cdmmittee's recommendations. 

The govenunent's Green Paper 
poses a series of questions about 
Canadian policy on defence, trade, 
disarmament, Central America 
and Canadian-American relatons. 
It offers no policy positions. 

Commitment wanted 
Turner told reporters 

 less a decision on Canadian par-
ticipation in Star Wars research is 
withheld until the committee re-
ports, the committee hearings will 
be "absolutely irrelevent" . 

And the same point applies to 
any tightening of Canada's rela-
tionship with the U.S. 

"We don't intend to participate 
unless we get a better commit-
ment from the Prime Minister 
than we got from the deputy 
prime minister," Turner said- 

Deputy Prime Minister Erik 
Nielsen told Liberal and New 
Democratic spokesmen that they 
had little respect for parliamen-
tary democracy if they stayed 
away from the committee hear-
ings. 

Prime Minister Brian Mulroney 
was not in the Commons. He did 
turn up  alter question period, but 
ignored reporters' questions on 
the issue and went right to his of-
fice. 



GAZETTE my lb 

s 
1 

• In the paper, few current policies are 
presented as unchangeable. The only fun- 

• damental constants are Canada's mem-
bership in the Western alliance, its conti-

, nental defence ties with the United States, 
and concern for human rights and peace. 

• But though it avoids prejudicing the 
public's responses to the 50 basic ques-
tions it asks Canadians, the document 
macle public Tuesday suggests Canada has 

Jost a disconcerting amount of its tradi-
tional enthusiam for international organi-
zations. It indicates Ottawa is preparing 

•• to stress Canada's own economic interests 
at the expense of other Canadian concerns 

• . and values. And it makes questionable as-. 
sumptions about how Canada's interna- 

; -!tional influence can best be maximized. 

Canadians will get a chance to respond 
: to the paper at parliamentary committee 
: hearings. The committee is to report in a 

year. But the green paper makes it clear 
; that some decisions cannot wait Unfor- 
• tunately, one such decision — whether to 

pursue freer trade with the United States 
)  — is probably the most important foreign 

policy question facing Canadians. 

• On that subject, the document hints that 
Ottawa already has decided to head in a 
disconcerting direction. It seems to favor 
the signing of a free trade deal (or, euphe- 

I 

	

	mistically, a comprehensive agreement) 
with the United States, 

Four possibilities 

The green paper does not explicitly 
favor any of the four possible responses it 
puts forward to the threat (and reality) of 
increased protectionism by the United 
States, which is by far Canada's most im-
portant export market (They are: the sta-
tus quo, a framework agreement on freer 
trade,  deals in specific areas, and a "corn- 

, prehemive" deaL) 

But its tone strongly favors free trade. 
It  notes questions about the effects of free 

• trade. But it lists arguments that answer 
I - some of those concerns in positive tones. 

It also makes a point of answering nation- 
• alist concerns by suggesting the economic 
• prosperity free trade could bring would 
help Canada to maintain distinct social 

• programs and to pay for the "instruments 
of cultural self-expression." 

• Another controversial decision Ottawa 
• will likely be forced to make before the 
• committee reports is on whether to par- 
• ticipate in research under the American 
Strategic Defence Initiative (SDI) to de- 

Disconcerting directions 
On the surface, Ottawa's new foreign 

policy green paper suggests the govern-
. ment has an open mind. Closer reading 
• suggests it has already made some fairly 

firm — and worrying — decisions. 

velop defensive weapons to shoot down in-
tercontinental nuclear missiles. 

Canada already approves of the US. re-
search program. But the green paper 
seems to sit on the fence about whether 
Canada should participate ,  even though 
SD!  — if it is technically feasible — 
seems likely simply to result in the con-
tinuation of mutually assured destruction 
at a more expensive level, and the eco-
nomic benefits to Canada would likely be 
small  compared to the astronomical cost. 

An underlying assumption of the green 
paper seems to be that closer economic 
ties to the United States and the mainte-
nance of strong military links will in-
crease Canada's clout in the vrorld. But 
that premise is highly questionable. 

Economic strength and military might 
do add up to influence in the world. But 
with only 25 million people, Canada's 
economy is unlikely ever to equal in im-
portance those of the United States, Eu-
rope or Japan, and sending a few more 
troops to Europe or buying patrol air-
craft, while laudable, won't make us a su- • 
Ferpower. 

Taken  for  granted 

Increasing our etonomic and military 
strength through closer links with Wash-
ington is unlikely to make other nations 
take Canada seriously as an independent 
actor on the world stage. And it could 
mean that Washington will take Canada 
even more for granted. 

In the past, what influence Canada has 
had in the world has been rooted in the ex-
ample it bas set by its respect for multila-
teral institutions and international coop-
eration. That po licy should continue. 

But the green paper shows a disappoint-
ing lack of enthusiasm for the United Na-
tions, and especially for the United Na-
tions Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organization. It asks flat out whether 
Canada should pull out of UNESCO (al-
though External Affairs Minister Joe 
Clark told reporters in Montreal yester-
day that such a pullout is unlikely). 

Meanwhile, the document emphasizes 
that Canada has only limited funds avail-
able for aid to the Thind World. Does this 
mean further cuts to Canada's aid budget 
are in store? 

This paper is important It signals pos-
sible crucial changes in this cctuntry's po-
licies. Canadians should respond to Mr. 
Clark's request for their input. And on the 
questions the government seems to be in-
tent on settling quickly — notably SDI 
and free trade — their response should be 
strong and speedy, warning against short-
sighted decisions. 



Opposition anti-Americanism 
all to the good for Mulroney 

The Mulroney government 
claims it is breaking new 
ground by consulting the Cana-
dian people on foreign policy. 

The Liberals and New Demo-
crats say the consultation is a 
sham because the government 
aire.ady knows what it intends 
to do, without awaiting the an-
swers. 

Both sides are right, and Mul-
roney can at least claim that 
he's following the old legal 
maxim of never asking a ques-
tion to which you don't know 
the answer. 

The  main  thrust of the Mul-
roney foreign policy is to move 
closer to the United States, 
away from the arm's length 
posture of the Trudeau years. 

Mulroney has been thrusting 
so forcibly, for so long, on this 
one that he can claim to have 
consulted the Canadian elector-
ate in last year's election, and 
received a resounding go ahead. 

Certainly, he has been pro-
ceeding on that assumption 
since taking office, and to judge 
by his continued popularity in 
the polLs, the people are not 
telling him to go slow with the 
Yanks. 

The Liberals in the House of 
Commons have been telling Mtn 
to cut it out, and so have the 

,New Democrats, but this seems 
to trouble Mulroney not at all. 

Obviously, if the Liberals 
want to join the New Demo-
crats in an anti-American 
stance, that suits the prime 
minister very well. 

He and his fellow Conserva-
tives have been surprised by the 
vehement criticism of the Unit-
ed States from the Liberal front 
benches. 

These Liberah seem to har-
. bor suspicions of the United 

States that are at least as deep 
as those that used to be ex-
pressed by Pierre Trudeau, and 
much deeper than those held by 
Lester Pearson. 

Mulroney, confronted with 

fe"4  
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bad tinies, is going flat out on 
the pro-American road in the 
confidence that it leads to bet-
ter times, and he is assuming 
that a majority of C.anadians 
support him. 

If the Liberals want to take 
the counter view, joining the 
New Democrats whose suspi-
cions of the United States are 
older than the party itself, that 
is all right with Mulroney. 

What is in prospect, then, is a 
renewal of the old Canadian de-
bate about how trusting to be of 
the United States, with the Ca-
nadian government taking the 
positive line, and the Liberals 
and New Democrats  the nega-
tive. 

The Tories will try to avoid 
the charge that they are selling 
Canada's birthright and wrap-
ping themselves in the Stars 
and Stripes, by accentuating the 
trade aspect 

Mulroney wants special con-
sideration, in advance, for Can-
ada. Every previous Canadian 
govenunent, including the Lib-
eral ones, sought the same 
thing, with varying degrees of 
success. But the stakes for Can-
ada have never been higher 
than now. 

Our diplomats are going to 
sound more like hucksters than 
cookie-pushers, and it is going 
to appear that Canada will  do 
anything for a buck. That, too, 
is not new. 

In my view, it's just a coinci-
dence that Mulroney is pursuing 
this line with a U.S. pnesident 
who happens to be a like-
minded conservative. 

I think he'd be doing the 
same thing if the Detnocrats 
were in power in Washington. 

mRy 
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Liberals and NDP will boycott 
international-relations hearings 

Dy  PETER COWAN 
Southern News 

OTTAWA — The Liberals 
and New Democrats said yes-
terday they will boycott a Sen-
ate-Commons committee that 
is to seek public reaction to the 
government's green paper on 
international relations. 

The surprise tactic under-
scores opposition anger that the 
government plans to consult 
citizens on two major Issues 
that probably will be decided 
long before the committee re-
ports next spring. 

"We don't intend to partici-
pate in irrelevant hearings 
across the country and commit, 
in effect, a fraud on the Cana-
dian people," Liberal leader 
John Turner said after the 
Commons question period. 

Usually, all parties sit on 
such committees. Opposition 
anger focuses on: 

• Canadian participation in 
research for the Atnerican Star 
Wars defence plan. The govern-
ment could decide by late June. 

JOHN TURNER 
'Fraud on the public' 

whether to accept an Invitation 
to take part. Because of Ameri-
can deadlines ,  the decision can-
not be delayed much beyond 
then. 

• Freer U.S.-Canada trade. 
Both governments may act on 
the issue by fall. 

Deputy Prime Minister Erik 
Nielsen took the heat in ques-
tion period in the absence of 

Prime Minister Brian Mulron-
ey and External Affairs ldinis-
ter Joe Clark, who tabled his 
green paper Tuesday. 

Nielsen charged that the op-
position was preventing the ef-
fective conduct of parliamenta-
ry work. But he would not say 
the government will delay its 
decisions on Star Wars and 
trade with the U.S. until the 
committee completes it work. 

The green paper calls on Ca-
nadians to give deep thought to 
the directions defence and 
trade policy should take. It 
leans toward Canada's tradi-
tional military alliances and 
freer trade with the U.S. • 

Turner said the Liberals will 
change their minds if the gov-
ernment delays the two deci-
sions until the committee re-
ports. NDP external affairs 
critic Pauline Jewett said a 
delay on Star Wars is vital. 

Liberal external affairs crit-
ic Jean Chrétien said the Liber-
als will eventua lly stage bear-
ings on defence and 
disarmament 



Opposition parties agree on unprecedented boycott of Clark's committee 
Dy  lain Hunter 
Ci tizen  staff wrote, 

Both opposition parties confirmed 
Wednesday they will boycott a parlia-
mentary review of Canada's foreign poli-
cy unless they are given a say in the 
government's decision on participation in 
Star Wan research and free trade with 
the U.S. 

They announced the boycott after Dep-
uty Prime Minister Erik Nielsen refused 
to commit the government to postponing 
its dedsions on the two issues until af-
ter a special committee of MP3 and sen-
ators makes its recommendations based 
on public hearings. 

Parliamentary experts could not recall 
an .instance of even one opposition party  

refusing to take part in a special com-
mittee in the past. 

Unless the government backs down, 
the parliamentary study based on the 
Conservatives' green paper on foreign 
policy, announced with fanfare by Exter-
nal Affairs Minister Joe Clark Tuesday, 
will be an embarrassing one-party exer-
cise. 

Neither Clark nor Prime Minister Bri-
an Mulroney were in the Commons 
Wednesday when both NDP and Liberal 
MPs heaped ridicule on the exercise. 

They called it a farce and a mockery 
of Parliament since the government has 
insisted it can't wait until the committee 
has made its recommendations next May 
to decide on participation in Star Wars 
and closer trade relations with the U.S. 

Clark has said a decision on Star Wars 
will be made after special Canadian en-
voy Arthur Kroeger has completed his 
study of the proposal in Washington at 
the end of June. 

An investigation of freer trade options 
being undertaken by Trade Minister 
James Kelleher and his U.S. counterpart 
is scheduled for completion this fall. 

Clark was in Montreal Wednesday pro-
moting his foreign policy paper to radio 
stations and editorial boards. Mulroney 
was absent from question period ih the 
Commons when the issue was raised 
even though the prime minister's office 
said he was scheduled to be there. 

On his way out of a Tory caucus meet-
ing earlier, the prime minister did not 
stop as usual to take questions. 

_ 

The Liberals and New Democrats in 
the Commons heaped ridicule on the "ba-
nal" discussion paper produced by Clark 
for its "Dick and Jane primer" language 
and Its failure to take any policy posi-
tion. 

Nielsen argued that the Conservatives, 
unlike previous Liberal administrations, 
were issuing the discussion paper in or-
der to open up foreign policy for public 
discussion, and chastised the opposition 
for ridiculing the process. 

The deputy prime minister said he 
could understand the NDP position be-
cause that party "has always had diffi-
culty coming to grips with the parlia-
mentary process.' 

In vain he appealed to the Liberals, as 
the official Opposition, to take part in  

the committee review. 
Outside the flouse  Liberal leader John 

Turner told reporters the government's 
refusal to postpone its decision on the 
two vital issues of Canadian-American 
trade and Star Wars until the committee 
has dealt with it makes the exercise ir-
relevant. 

"We don't intend to participate in Ir-
relevant  hearings across the country and 
commit fraud on the Canadian people." 

If the decision., on Star Wars and free, 
trade with the U.S. can't wait, Turner 
said, "then let's not go Uwough this chal 
rade of public bearings. 

"This committee is obviously a make-
work project for a lot of Conservative 
backbenchers who haven't anything bet- .  
ter to do," he snapped. 
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Feeble research effort 
One of the widely accepted reasons for Can-

ada's feeble research effort in the private sec-
tor is our high proportion of foreign-owned in-
dustry, which generally keeps its research labs 
and development programs at home base. 

Thât's partly why opposition MPs have ex-
pressed concern about the proposed takeover of 
Ottawa's high-tech communication firm, Mitel 
Corp., by British Telecom. 

Asked how government actions mesh with the 
vievrs expressed in his paper, Clark said he 
"could make the other case" — that more for-
eign ovmership will increase R & D. He also 
pointed out that Siddon had said government 
cuts In R & D prograras would not limit Can-
ada's ability to exceL 

Oh well, that's OR then. 
Meantime, over at the Commons cœmnittee 

on miscellaneous estimates, Siddon was expli-
citly repudiating Mulroney's pledge. It was 
more a general goal than a promise, said Sid-
don, and anyway the government wouldn't be 
able to achieve it. 

Yet Clark's green paper tells us that all in-
dustrialized countries "see technology and inno-
vation as the most critical elements in today's 
economic equation." 

Brian, Tom, this is Joe.* 
Joe, meet Brian and Tom. 

Southern News 
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Clark, Siddon 
clash on R & D 

• OTTAWA — If Joe Clark's fcrreign-policy 
paper iv a Few' of grey porridge, it contains 
a few  lady  raisins. One Le headed "Our Rai D 
Performance."  

Thongh great nations may be kiveed off with a 
sentence or two, three pithy paragraphs and a 
half-page table are devoted to R & D — jargon 
for research and development 

SI we know External Affairs Minister Clark 
attaches great importance to this subject 

Yet  en the $ame day he unveiled his green 
parer, offering it as the basis for year-long 
vtudv by a committee of the Commons and Sen-
ate.  Selence Minister Thomas Siddon was telling 
another parliamentary committee that the gov-
ernment would not honor Brian Mulroney's 
commitment to double R di D in his first term. 

1 ie another bit of evidence that the paper 
is net a sencros attempt to launch a major inqui-
ry into what our foreigi pelicy should be. Gov-
ernment decisions will continue to be taken 
witheut regard for this sketchy document 

Clark's paper places tremendous emphasis on 
Canada's competitiveness in international 
trade,  also a favorite theme of the PM. 

Pore performance 
Few people would question this emphasis. 

Few would doubt that Canada's poor perform-
ance in R & D is a key to the problems we have 
encountered in recent years in competing vrith 
the  1Ji., Japan and western Europe. 

goverrnnents also were good at  pro-
tin  iMillts the importance of R & D, poor at doing 
much about it 

The results are in Clark's table, showing us 
eighth out of nine major trading nations meas-
ured by the percentage of gross domestic prod-
uct spent on R & D. Our percentage is  about  half 
that of the U.S., which leads the pack, followed 
by West Germany, Japan, Britain, Sweden, 
France and Holland. Then come Canada and 
Italy. 

Depressingly, Canada's rank in the early '803 
was  the sanie as in the early '70s. Our percent-
age figure was little changed, while the U.S., 
Germany and Japan considerably increased 
their percentage spending. 

During last year's election campaign, 
Mulroney promised $100 million eAtra for 
R & D in 198546 and $250 million more in 1986- 
87. 

After the election he named Siddon, an engi-
neering professor from the University of British 
Columbia, minister of state for science, an ap-
pointment acclaimed as an indication of serious 
intentions in the field. 

Siddon reiterated the commitment to double 
total R & D spending. 

Then in November, Finance Minister Michael 
Wilson reduced government spending on R & D 
by about $70 million for 1985-86. We' ll  find out • 
next Thursday what he plans to do in 1986-87. 

The government also decided to scrap the 
Foreign Divestment Review Agency and to en-
courage foreign investment. Whatever else it 
does, this policy is unlikely to boost R &D. 
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Mr. Clark consults 
Two months behind schedule 

and short on specificity, Exter-
nal Affairs Minister Joe Clark 
has tabled his Green Paper on 
Canadian foreign policy. Not 
since his suitcase went astray a 
few years back has Mr. Clark 
arrived at a destination so 
empty-handed. 

The document is intended to 
set the pace for the first com-
prehensive review of Canadian 
external relations since the 
early Trudeau years. In 1970, 
the Trudeau Government de-
cided to replace the "helpful 
fixer" with the trade promoter 
in Canadian diplomacy. For-
eign policy was to be reoriented 
to serve Canadian economic 
interests. 

The Clark paper narrows 
that vision even further and 
effectively declares that for-
eign policy is basically trade 
and investment policy. There 
are, of course, references to 
arms control, development 
assistance, human rights and 
the United Nations. But most of 
the document could have been 
authored by the Finance De-
partment. 

Perhaps this is realpolitik 
with a vengeance — a hard-
headed conclusion that Canada 
lacks the clout to reform the 
rest of the planet and should 
therefore keep its eye on the 
main (economic) chance. But 
such parochialism seems at 
odds with the outward orienta-
tion of Canadian public opinion. 

The Green Paper subtly 
communicates the notion that 
Canada's only really important 
relationship is with the United 
States (a curious contrast to the 
Trudeau review, which exclud-
ed the U.S. entirely). Yet even 
if Ottawa's preoccupation with 
the U.S. were appropriate, the 
paper's approach to that rela-
tionship is stunted. 

Nowhere does it raise the 
broad question of how economi-
cally entwined Canada can 
become with the U.S. before it 
loses its ability to cha rt  even a  

nominally independent course 
in domestic and foreign policy. 
The document complains of 
Canada's poor performance in 
research and development, but 
never mentions that non-resi-
dent (principally U.S.) ovmer-
ship blocks such innovation in 
at least some of our industries. 
The paper enurnerates various 
possibilities for a Canada-U.S. 
trade pact, but curtly dismisses 
a sectoral approach and con-
centrates on the potential bene-
fits (but not the potential costs) 
of a comprehensive pact. 

By contrast, Mr. Clark's 
paper is much less bold and 
direct when it looks at how 
Canadian ideas on Central 
America and arms control may 
collide with U.S. priorities. It 
does ncrt bother to inquire 
whether Canadians favor more 
forceful opposition to U.S. des-
tabilization of the Sandinistas, 
nor does it ask clearly whether 
Canada should stay aloof from 
U.S. space weapons research 
and press for preservation of 
the anti-ballistic missile treaty. 

Not only has the minister 
tried to diffuse the debate on 
some controversial issues, but 
his Government will pre-empt 
consultation on them. The deci-
sion on whether to take part in 
Star Wars research will be 
made even before the parlia-
mentary committee has solicit-
ed public responses to the 
Green Paper. Canada will tell 
the U.S. what kind of trade pact 
it wants before Green Paper 
consultations are completed. It 
will decide on its priorities for a 
new round of multilateral trade 
negotiations before then, too. 

The apparent emptiness of 
Mr. Clark's latest exercise in 
consultation recalls his previ-
ous one: he canvassed the peo-
ple on arms control while the 
Tories were the Opposition, and 
then "suffocated" the results at 
Prime Minister Brian Mulro-
ney's behest. Will this new 
communion with Canadians be 
any less pointless? 
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Réinventer l'ONU 
Le Livre vert de M. Clark réduit l'ONU à la portion congrue. 

C'est un signe des temps: alors qu'on souligne le 40° anni-
versaire de la victoire alliée en Europe et, bientôt, celui de la. 
naissance de l'Organisation à San Francisco, il faut bien se 
résigner à faire avec le ministre un triste constat, consigné à 
la page 45 du document. «On note une perte de confiance 
dans les institutions multilatérales et dans le système des Na-
tions unies, alors même que l'interdépendance rend Inévita-
ble la coopération multilatérale.» 

Constat d'autant plus amer que le Canada, celui de 
Mackenzie King, de Louis Saint-Laurent et de Lester Pearson 
fondait sa politique extérieure sur les principes de la Charte 
des Nations unies, voyait dans l'Organisation un instrument 
de paix et de réconciliation, participait volontiers aux mis-' 
sions de maintien de la paix, s'efforçait d'apporter une contri-
bution notable aux institutions spécialisées: UNESCO, BIT, 
FAO, UNICEF, etc. 

Mais que reste-t-il de cet idéal? Sept ou huit paragraphes 
dans un document de 50 pages, essentiellement pour déplo-
rer l'affaiblissement de l'ONU et de ses institutions spéciali-
sées, comme en témoigne la désaffection d'un bon nombre 
de pays à l'égard de cet organisme que le général de Gaulle 
appelait, déjà dans les années 60, le «machin». 

D'où la question: «Il faut nous demander dans quelle mesu-
re l'Organisation peut servir nos intérêts et priorités actuels 
et éventuels?» Et, pics loin, le ministre s'interroge davanta-
ge: l'ONU est-elle irremplaçable? Faut-il la réactiver, la revi-
taliser? Et par quels moyens? Même les opérations de main-
tien de la paix, auxquelles le Canada avait attaché son 
prestige, n'ont plus à l'ONU qu'une importance secondaire. 
Quant aux institutions économiques et sociales, comme 
l'UNESCO, l'Occident en déplore la politisation et la lourdeur 
bureaucratique. 

Que reste-t-ilalors? M. Clark répond avec justesse que «le 
multilatéralisme déborde l'ONU». Il cite le Commonwealth et 
la Francophonie auxquels il assigne des arêtes clés». C'est 
court et incertain. En somme, il faut réinventer l'ONU. Mals 
avec qui et comment? 

Michel ROY 
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Clark wants Canadians' views 
on taking part in Star Wars 
By Joe O'Donnell Toronto Star 

OTTAWA — External Affairs 
Minister Joe Clark says he wants 
to hear from ordinary Canadians 
on whether the country should 
take part in U.S. Star Wars re-
search. 

Clark, speaking to reporters out-
side the Ilnuse of Commons yes-
terday, said the goyernm.ent 
might not make a derision on tak-
ing a role in Star Wars for "three 
or four months." 

Despite a U.S.  request for a deci-
sion on Star Wars research by the 
end of this month, "the govern-
ment will make a decision on a 
timetable that makes sense to 
Canada," Clark said  

lie  added: "I'm assuming that 
some time within the next three or 
tour months, the government will 
want to respond to the invitiation 
by the U.S.  I would welcome the 
opportunity to hear from Cana-
dians on thaL 

"It would be very helpful to us to 
receive the views of Canadians as 
one element of our judgment," 
Clark said. 

The apparent postponement of 
the Star IVars decision represents 
a potential compromise for the op-
position Liberals and New Demo-
crats. They have threatened to 
boycott Clark's all-party commit-
tee on foreign policy unless he 
allows them time to debate Star 
Wars and a new trading agree-
ment with the U.S.  before govern-
ment rulings are made. 

Clark said the committee would 
be one place citizens could give 
their views on the Star Wars plan, 
See CLARK/page M 
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Clark wants opinion  of' public 
on participation in Star Wars 
Continued from page Al 
which is known formally as the 
Strategic Defence Initiative. 

Earlier, in the Commons. Clark 
came under opposition fire for the 
second day since he released his 
Green Paper on foreign policy and 
proposed the all-party committee. 
Both the Liberals and the New 
Democrats took him to task over 
his proposed agenda, which calls 
for a final report on foreign policy 
by May 31,1986. 

Star Wars involves research into 
the use of space-based weapons to 
shoot down incoming ballistic mis-
siles_ It has been criticized by 
disarmament groups as a serious 
threat to peace because it could 
destabilize the balance of power 
between the Soviet Union and the 
U.S 

Both opposition parties yester-
day of tered Clark an olive branch: 
They will join the committee, they 
said, provided he delays a decision 
on Star Wars until at least Septem-
ber — after the committee has 
debated the issue over the sum- 

mer and submitted an interim re-
port. 

In the Commons, Clark appear-
ed to rule out that proposal, accus-
ing the opposition parties of sti-
fling public debate on foreign poli-
cy review by threatening to boy-
cott the committee. 

It was later, with reporters out-
side, that Clark said he might 
delay the decision. 

Clark also said he would allow 
the committee to set its own prior-
ity list and that if Star Wars is at 
the top, it could be debated from 
the outset and over the summer. 

It would be up to the committee 
to set its own priorities and 
timetables, Clark said, "but they 
certainly would know my interest 
in hearing from Canadians." 

However, he 'did not commit 
himself to delaying the govern-
ment's decision until after the 
committee presents an interim re-
port. 

Jean Chretiert, Liberal external 
affairs critic and the man who 
first offered Clark  the compro- 

mise of summer hearings on Star 
Wars, said he is still not satisfied 
Clark has agreed to opposition de 
mands. 

Rather than offering a clear an-
swer.  Clark merely gave a "a type 
of English I'm not accustomed 
with," Chretien said. "It was nei-
ther yes. ,  neither no. My guess is 
that he said to the public: 'I .  have 
to receive my orders.'" 

But New Democratic Party 
leader Ed Broadbent said his 
party would accept a three or 
four-month time limite for the 
Star Wars decision and early corn- • 
mittee meetings to debate the 
issue. 

"Absolutely — that's what we 
were saying to Mr. Clark in the 
House," Broadbent told reporters. 
"If Mr. Clark is now prepared to 
do that, that's exactly what we 
want and we would be willing to 
participate." 

Broadbent added, however, that 
he wants to hear Clark make that 
commitment in the Commons 
today before the NDP will agree to 
the deal. 



• Guerre des étoiles 

Clark est prêt à 
attendre... un peu 

. par Pierre April 

OTTAWA IPC) — Le secrétaire d'Etat aux 
Affaires extérieures. M. Joe Clark, s'est dit 
prêt à retarder la décision de son gouverne-
ment sur la participation canadienne au pro-
gramme de recherche americain sur la Guer-
re des étoiles de trois ou quatre mois afin de 
permettre au Comité spécial du Sénat et des 
Communes de consulter les Canadiens sur 
cette question. 

Hier aux Communes, autant les libéraux 
que les néo-démocrates étaient prêta à reve-
nir sur leur décision de ne pas participer aux 
travaux du Comité consultatif recommandé 
dans le Livre vert des Affaires extérieures si 
la question de l'Initiative de défense stratégi-
que I  OS) était étudiée en priorité. 

Par contre, le ministre Clark a refusé de 
différer sa décision jusqu'en mai 1986. date 
limite pour la publication du rapport. 

A une question du leader des néo-démocra-
tes en Chambre, lan Deans, le ministre a in-
diqué qu'il ne voyait pas d'objection à faire 
certaines concessions à l'Opposition pour 
s'assurer sa participation aux travaux du 
Comité et recueillir l'opinion des Canadiens. 

"J'ai indiqué, a-t-il dit, qu'en tant que se-
crétaire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieures, je 
ne m'objecterais pas à ce que le comité étu-
die prioritairement les questions sur lesquel-
les le gouvernement devra prendre des déci-
sions d'ici trois ou quatre mois. Cela nous  

permettrait de décider et d'entendre les opi-
nions des Canadiens." 

Visiblement décontenancé par l'attitude 
des partis de l'Opposition qui ont manifesté 
leur intention de s'abstenir de participer au 
processus de consultation, mettant du même 
coup l'existence du Comité spécial en péril. 
M. Clark a profité de l'occasion pour expli-
quer jusqu'où il était prêt à aller pour satis-
faire ses critiques. 

"Selon mon point de vue, a-t-il dit, en tant 
qu'auteur du livre vert, et même si je ne 
veux pas influencer les travaux du Comité, II 
est certain que Je ne m'objecterais pas à ce 
que les questions qui nécessitent des répon-
ses rapides soient abordées en priorité. ' 

Ensuite, il a cependant tenu à aviser l'Op-
position qu'il n'avait pas du tout envie de li-
miter l'action du gouvernemenJ,...par des dates 
de tombées venant des députés, "pas plus 
que je n'ai accepté les limites de temps artifi-
cielles exigées par le secrétaire d'Etat améri-
cain à la Défense. M. Caspar Weinberger". 
Ce dernier avait demandé au représentant 
canadien, le ministre de la Défense Erik 
Nielsen, lors d'une rencontre des pays de 
l'OTAN au Luxembourg, à la fin du mois de 
mars, de donner une réponse au plus tard en 
juin sur les intentions canadiennes dans le 
dossier de la Guerre des étoiles. 

Pour le NPD, qui a rapidement annoncé. 
mardi, joui du dépôt du livre vert aux Corn-
munes, son intention de ne pas participer au 

Pressé par l'Opposition, Joe Clark a promis 
hier en Chambre de tenir compte des vues 
des Canadiens sur la participation du pays 
au projet américain de Guerre des étoiles 
mals a refusé de s'engager à dillérer sa dé-
cision jusqu'en mal 1986. instiguer PC) 

processus de consultation, parce que des dé-
cisions seraient évidemment prises avant 
même le dépôt du rapport prévue pour mai 
1986, il pourrait bien changer d'idée "à la 
seule condition que la décision sur l'Initiati-
ve de défense stratégique soit reportée jus-
qu'en septembre". 
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Très gris, en effet! 
C ouleur intermédiaire, sans éclat. 
%.../ sans intérêt: gris, tel la décrit le dic- 
tionnaire. Cette couleur intermédiaire 
entre le blanc et le noir donne le ton au 
plan de consultation publique sur 
«Compétitivité et sécurité, orientations 
pour les relations extérieures du Cana-
da... 

Autrement dit, la première révision en 
profondeur de la politique étrangère du 
Canada depuis quinze ans veut faire 
croire à la neutralité. Gris, le livre porte 
bien cette couleur. 

Le ministre Joe Clark postule pour-
tant certaines orientations dans son li-
vre «gris». La sécurité, vocation premiè-
re que tout Etat doit assumer à la l'en-
droit de ses citoyens: le gouvernement 
ne remet pas en cause l'appartenance à 
l'OTAN, au contraire, ce qui convient 
bien à l'estime que les Canadiens ont de 
cette organisation. Il ne remet pas da-
vantage en doute que l'intérêt premier 
du Canada est de se coupler intimement 
aux Etats-unis. 

En ceci, les options soumises diffè-
rent de celles retenues voici quinze ans 
alors que, sous la gouverne des Pierre 
Trudeau et Mitchell Sharp. on avait 
alors privilégié une «troisième option». 
intermédiaire entre l'alignement incon-
ditionnel sur les USA et l'OTAN, et une 
manière de rôle de négociateur non-ali-
gné entre les Grands. 

En somme, le livre «gris» propose plu-
tôt que le Canada mesure le degré de 
son intégration complète et définitive 
aux intérêts prioritaires du bloc de 
l'Ouest. Il prendrait donc désormais ses 
distances par rapport aux autres inter-
venants sur la scène mondiale. Cela se 
traduit par le manque d'enthousiasme à 
décrire la participation du Canada à 
l'ONU qui est un forum strictement po-
litique. Ceci contraste fortement sur l'é-
vident empressement à souscrire aux 
objectifs de l'OTAN, qui est une organi-
sation politico-militaire. Le virage est 
considérable! 

Une perspective encourageante du li-
vre «gris»: à toutes fins utiles, la procla-
mation officielle du préjugé favorable 
du gouvernement canadien à l'apparte-
nance aux deux grandes communautés 
internationales que sont le Common-
wealth et la Francophonie. La première 
est structurée depuis longtemps. Des 
ruines de l'Empire britannique a émergé 
une association d'Etats partageant au 
moins une commune appartenance his-
torique. culturelle, économique. La se-
conde association demeure encore très 
informelle: ex-métropole, la France con-
tinue à jouer un rôle actif dans ses an-
ciennes colonies africaines, mais cher-
che depuis vingt ans — de Gaulle. c'é-
tait cela — à élargir cette association de 
manière à exercer un contrepoids au 
Commonwealth. Mitterand poursuit. En 
proclamant l'égalité de l'attachement 
canadien au Commonwealth déjà bien 
articulé et à la Francophonie dont les 
contours demeurent imprécis, le livre  

«gris» canadien élimine ce qui fut long-
temps une source de friction à l'inté-
rieur même du Canada. Encore là, le vi-
rage est appréciable! 

Mais le livre «gris» n'est pas qu'un 
catalogue ou choisir la «grande politi-
que» et ses diplomaties futures. Il est 
avant tout empreint d'un souci économi-
que: compétitivité est le premier mot 
qui titre ce résumé d'options en politi-
que étrangère. 

Censé animer le débat public, ce 
choix d'orientations pour le Canada ris-
que fort de tomber en désuétude avant 
qu'une option définitive ait été retenue. 
Car c'est tout de suite que le gouverne-
ment veut s'adapter aux réalités écono-
miques mondiales. Et ce «tout de suite» 
s'appelle Etats-Unis avec qui former un 
marché commercial plus ou moins libre. 
L'idée de fond demeure malgré tout la 
même, quel que soit le degré de liberté 
des échanges que voudra négocier Otta-
wa avec Washington: le continent nord-
américain forme un tout économique et. 
admet-on tout de go, le Canada en fait 
irréversiblement partie. Il s'agit de déci-
der du «comment» cela se fera plutôt 
que s'attarder à réfléchir sur l'opportu-
nité d'accentuer la tendance: les conser-
vateurs ont fait leur lit depuis long-
temps et n'en changeront point. Consé-
quent avec lui-même, le gouvernement 
fédéral ne voit pas d'autre option réalis-
te que dans l'alignement du marché ca-
nadien sur le marché américain, dans la 
même ligne d'ailleurs que sa politique 
étrangère et sa diplomatie. Le reste 
n'est qu'affaire de négociation entre ces 
deux meilleurs amis au monde... 

Que cela entraîne l'oubli presque total 
de l'Europe ou de l'Amérique latine ne 
surprend point. Dès lors que l'insistan-
ce est mise sur la consolidation de l'A-
mérique du Nord, le reste devient secon-
daire. 

Progrès ou recul? L'ambition de Pier-
re Trudeau, voici quinze ans, de repen-
ser la politique étrangère canadienne, 
s'est souvent bloquée aux dures réalités 
de l'indifférence des autres pays et 
blocs de pays face au Canada. Certes, 
celui-ci possédait une autorité morale 
élevée, mais l'audace de ses gestes ne 
pouvaient être que celle d'une souris 
sous l'oeil du chat. 

Progrès ou recul? Réalisme plat plu-
tôt, découlant d'une froide constatation 
de la stature réelle du Canada dans la 
communauté des nations. Devant cet 
état de fait, le gouvernement annonce 
que désormais le Canada sera le parte-
naire volontiers consentant au voisin du 
Sud. Il renonce à jouer le rôle de parte-
naire distant que l'ancien gouvernement 
a voulu tenir. 

Symbolique peut-être, la couleur grise 
du livre qui préfigure l'avenir de la poli-
tique étrangère canadienne: couleur bien 
choisie pour couvrir un contenu sans 
éclat et sans grand intérêt! 

Pierre TREMBLAY 
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Par l'opposition comme par Washington, 
Joe Clark refuse de se laisser bousculer 

.OTTAWA — Le gouverne- 
petit Midroney refuse de se 

laisser dicter une ligne de condui- 
te «  par les Américains ou par 

GILLES PAQUIN 
Je notre  bureau d'Ottawa 

l'opposition parlementaire au su- 
jet d'une éventuelle participation 
canadienne à la recherche sur la 
• guerre des étoiles a dit hier le 
ministre des Affaires extérieu-
res; Joe Clark. 

. Nous prendrons une décision 
selon un échéancier qui convient 
au Canada. Je n'ai pas accepté 
d'écheance artificielle. des Amé-
ricains et je n'en accepterai pas  

d'autre (de l'opposition)., a af-
firmé M. Clark. 

La riposte du ministre semble 
mettre un terme à une valse hési-
tation de plus de 41t heures de la 
part des partis d'opposition quant 
à leur présence au sein du comité 
spécial du Parlement sur les af-
faires étrangères. 

Depuis le dépôt du Livre vert 
du gouvernement sur les rela-
tions extérieures du Canada, 
mardi, libéraux et néo-démocra-
tes menaçaient en effet de boy-
cotter les travaux du groupe. 
Tous deux jugeant inutile de con-
sulter la population dans ces cit. 
constances. 

• Il nous faut d'abord avoir 
l'assurance que le cabinet atten-
dra le rapport du comité avant de 
s'engager face aux Américains 
a déclaré encore hier le critique 
libéral, Jean Chrétien. Cette post. 
lion a d'ailleurs été adoptée de 
manière tout aussi intransigean-
te par le chef néo-démocrate, Ed 
Broadbent, à sa sortie de la 
Chambre. • Nous voulons que le 
processus de consultation soit 
honnête., a t-il dit. 

• I.O . COMIlà doit faire un rap-
port avant que le gouvernement 
ne prenne sa décision, a dit M. 
Broadbent. M. Clark a dit non, 
-alors nous n'allons pas partici-
per. • 

Pour M. Clark, l'attitude des 
partis -  d'opposition prive les ci-
toyens de leur droit de s'expri-
mer sur la politique étrangère du 
Canada. «Pourquoi privez-vous 
les gens de leur droit? ., a-1-11 lan-
cé au chef libéral, John Turner. 

D'après M. Turner, le proces-
sus de consultation adopté par le 
gouvernement est une véritable 
• fraude..  .Le gouvernement a 
déjà décidé, dans son esprit, 
avant même que le comité ne fas-
se son rapport., a dit M. Turner. 

Selon M. Clark toutefois, le 
gouvernement veut entendre le 
point de vue des •citoyens ordi-
naires • avant d'accepter l'invita-
tion du Secrétaire américain à la 

Défense, M. Casimir Weinberger. 

Ce dernier a déclaré récem-
ment qu'il s'attendait à ce qu'Ot-
tawa annonce, d'ici la fin de mal, 
son intention de participer ou non 
aux travaux de recherche sur 
l'Initiative de défense stratégi-
que ou • guerre des étolles• pour 
ses détracteurs. 

Iller, M. Clark a soutenu que le 
cabinet nase laisserait pas bous-
culer par l'échéance • artif Icelle. 
de M. Weinberger, pas plus d'ail-
leurs que par celle de l'opposi-
tion. Ottawa pourrait bien atten-
dre trois ou quatre mois avant de 
répondre, a-t-11 dit. 

Rien ne s'oppose à ce que le  co- 

mité spécial décide d'accorder la , 
priorité à cette question, a préci-- 
sik le ministre à sa sortie des 
Communes. Mais le gouverne-. 
ment ne peut s'engager à mien- .- 
dre la fin de ses travaux. 

Visiblement déçu du boycott' 
annoncé par les deux partis d'op-: 
position, M. Clark a laissé enten-- 
dre qu'il n'y aura sans doute pas 
de tournée de consultation. •Jw. 
m'attend maintenant à ce que les 
partis d'opposition refusent leur 
consentement en Chambre., a-t- -

il 

Selon les réglementa des Com-
munes, la formation d'un comité 
spécial exige l'accord unanime 
des partis. 

J )  

:47/ 
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Clark delays 
answer on 
Star Wars 

OTTAWA (Cl') — External Af-
fairs Minister  .me Clark said yester-
day that it may be three or four 
months before the government de-
cides whether to accept the US. in-
vitation to participate in research on 
the Star Wars missile defence. 

Clark has said in ment weeks a 
decision could be expected in mid-
to late June. The U.S. invitation had 
called for an answer by May 26. 

The postponement could allow a 
special parliamentary comrnitttee 
to hold public hearings on the US. 
space-based system. 

Both Liberals and New Demo-
crats say they will boycott the com-
mittee unless the decisions on Star 
Wars pnd on a new trading arrange-
ment with the US. are delayed. 

Clark would not make that com-
mitment in the Cornmons. Later, he 
told reporters the gcrvernment will 
not object if the committee gives 
priority to Star Wars. 

"Indeed,  there'd be some advan-
tage to that, because the govern-
ment's going to have to make a deci-
sion on the (U.S.) invitation some 
time in the next three or four 
months and I would Welcome the op-
portunity to heat-  from• Canadians 
before that happens." 

New Democrat leader Ed Broad-
bent said if Clark is prepared to 
"have, say, a two- to three-month 
hearing on Star Wars and then have 
the committee make an interim re-
port and hold off a decision until 
then, we will certainly be willing to 
participate.** 



Tory foreign policy bids Trudeau adieu 
OTTAWA — The foreign-policy per-

spectives of Pierre Trudeau and Brian 
Mulroney are as strikingly different as 
their personal backgrounds. Where they 
come from, where they've been and why 
are critical to their outlook and under-
standing of the world. 

Trudeau was from Montreal, and as 
a boy the only place where he was likely 
to meet any Americans was at the 
beach. 

Mulroney was from Bale Comeau, 
and in that American-built company 
town,  he was as likely to meet someone 
from Chicago or New York as from 
Montreal. 

Trudeau studied abroad in London 
and Paris. He saw the world at his  lei. 
sure, in years of solitary voyages before 
he entered public life. Mulroney studied 
at a small Nova Scotia college and a 
venerable Quebec law faculty, but as he 
has said himself, "Nobody from Har-
vard was knocking at my door." 

Mulroney did not begin to travel 
overseas until much later in life, and 
then not as an intellectual in search of 
sources, but first as a tourist in search 
of pleasure, and later as a businessman 
in search of deaLs. 

When their different stages in life 
are considered, their different and dif-
fering senses of foreign policy come 
into a sharper focus. 

In 1970, Trudeau undertook the first 
major review of foreign policy that had 

	 anuesm 
been shaped by Lester Pearson and 
dominated by the "honest broker" atti-
tudes of Canada's role as a middle 
power. Trudeau was looking for a "third 
option," a position of less dependence on 
the Ameticans and a scope beyond the 
Atlantic alliance: thus Trudeau's initia-
tives in recognizing China, in the Pacific 
Rim trade areas, in the North-South dia-
logue between developed and develop-
ing countries, and finally in his peace 
initiative on the East-West arms race. 

lie knew most of the world by the. 
time he became prime minister in 1968. 
And he knew most of the world's impor-
tant leaders by the time he retired in 
1984. 

At this point, Muironey's interna-
tional experience consists of one quick 
visit to the White House, a cup of coffee 
with Mikhail Gorbachev and visiting 
western leaders in Moscow at Konstan-
tin Chernenko's funeral, the Caribbean 
Commonwealth leaders' conference, 
and the Bonn summit of the leading 
western industriallIzed powers. 

There is no way for a novice actor on 
the world stage to compete with Tru-
deau's accumulated experience and 
stature. But there are already some 
marked differences of approach, of the 
negotiator looking for an opening as op-
posed to the philosopher trying to make 
a point. 

Like Trudeau, Mulroney has not 
been shy about questioning the conven-
tional wisdoms as laid down by his pred-
ecessor. Also like Trudeau. Mulroney 
has moved to establish the dominance of 
the prime minister over foreign policy. 

And Mulroney's dispositions are 
quite apparent in the foreign policy 
Green Paper put out the other day by 
External Affairs Minister Joe Clark. 

The two tracks of Mulroney's 
emerging foreign policy are Institutions 
and trade, the international institutions 
to which Canada belongs and the inter-
national trade it hopes to enhance. 

These may not be statements of the 
obvious so much as statements of reali-
ty as Mulroney sees the world. If Can-
ada exports over $100 billion a year, 
that's roughly one-fourth of the gross 
national product, and it makes trade a 
big ticket item in Mulroney's conduct of 
diplomacy. 

And about three-quarters of that 
trade is with the United States, one of 
the points emphasized with what are 
called "bullets" down in Mulroney's pol-
icy shop. 

Where Trudeau was always wary of 
the "mouse being in bed with the ele-
phant," Mulroney has decided to be nice 
to the Americans, not just because he 
likes them, but because it suits his pur-
pose. Mulroney's gamble is by being ba-
sically supportive of the Americans in 
global foreign-policy areas, he will get 
something back in the way of a privi-
leged and enhanced trade relationship. 
By dismantling barriers to foreign in-
vestment, Mulroney is hoping U.S. capi-
tal can take up the slack in job crea-
tion. 

But Mulroney is also learning to take 
his distance from the Americans, on 
Star Wars research and on hemispheric 
issues such as Ronald Reagan's Nicara-
guan trade embargo. Yet by establish-
ing a strong rapport with Reagan, 
Mulroney hopes to persuade the U.S. 

- president of the importance of middle-
power roles in the world, particularly 
on North-South issues such as Third 
World financing. 

In the process, Mulroney is *learning 
something about the national interest, 
of which he is the trustee. He is not a 
philosopher-statesman, and not likely to 
become one. 

But perhaps there are other roles for 
a prime minister like him and a country 
like Canada to play in the world: per-
haps that of the modest mediator, in ac• 
cordance with the Pearsonian tradition, 
as well as the national interest. 

L. IAN 
MacDONALD 



Chances for foreign policy review brighter 
By Peter Maser 
Southern News  

Prospects for a parliamentary review 
of foreign policy appeared brighter 
Thursday as External Allah" Miniater 
Joe Clark announced that it will take an-
other three to four months for the gov-
ernment's decision on participation in 
U.S. Star Ware research. 

The government announced earlier this 
week that It Intended to set up a special 
committee of MPs and senatera to con-
duct a year-long public study of foreign 
policy. 

The announcement drew threats of 
boycott from opposition MPs, who com-
plained that the committee's report 
would come too late to influence the 
government's decialon on two key Issues 
— free trade with the United States and 
Canadian involvement in Star Wars re-
search. 

The U.S. has invited Canada to partici-
pate in the research phase of the contro-
versial program, formally known as the 
Strategic Defence Initiative, and a deci-
sion was expected in June. 

But Clark told the Commons on Thurs-
day that the government would have to 
make up its mind "la the next three to 
four months." 

Were the conunittee to start its work 
soon and make Star Wars its top priori-
ty, he suggested, it would give the public 
a chance to have a say in the matter. 

The minister refused to yield to oppo-
sition demands that the decision on Star 
Wars be postponed until after the com-
mittee has submitted an interim report. 

Still, the knowledge that the decision 
is three to four months away was enough 
to trigger counterproposals from  opposi-
tion  parties, vihich in turn seemed to in- 

dicate tbat the foreign policy review 
could be salvaged. 

The review committee cannot be set 
up without opposition approval 

New Democrat  flouse leader lan 
Deans said he expected to meet soon 
with Government House leader Ray 
Ilnatyshyn, and Ilnatyshyn told reporters 
he would be looking for ways to break 
the impasse. 

Deans suggested in the flouse  that 
Clark set up a special committee with a 
mandate to look at nothing but the Star 
Wars issue and report back to the Com-
mons  in  September after the summer re-
ctum 

A similar proposal was put forward by 
Liberal External A ffa ira critic Jean 
Chrétien, who said the foreign policy 
committee should be set up inunediately 
and report to the Commons in three 
months following public hearings. 



PCs want public input on Star Wars 
By JEFF SALLOT 

Globe and M ail Reporter 

OTTAWA — The federal Government might 
not make a decision on participation in Star 
Wars research for another three or four months, 
External Affairs Minister Joe Clark said yester-
day. And in the meantime, it would like to hear 
the views of average Canadians. 

Last week, Mr. Clark ificlicated that the Gov-• 
ernment would be in a position to decide by the 
end of  June on whether Canada will take part in 
the research for Washington's proposed 'space-
based strategic defence system. 

But he told reporters yesterday that "we have 
to make a decision sometime in the next three or 
four months.... It would be very helpful to us to  

receive the views of Canadians as one element 
on which we base our judgment." 

Mr. Clark said that an appropriate forum 
would be a special Commons-Senate committee 
on foreign policy, which the Government pro-
po.sed to create to study Ottawa's green paper 
review of foreign policy, published Tuesday. 

President Ronald Reagan's controversial 

a
la S tegic Defence Initiative, commonly known 

Star Wars, is a theoretical proposai  to defendi 
rth America and Western Europe from Soviet 

ndciear attack. It would use anti-missile sys-
tems deployed in space. 

The first phase is a 226-billion research pro-
gram to determine feasibility. 

The United States invited Canada and other 
Western allies to participate in the research and  

originally wanted a decision by the end of this 
month. The deadline has since been dropped. 

The Star Wars research proposal is getting 
mixed reviews in Western European capitals. 
France has said it is nut interested and senior 
British officials have raised questions. 

Opposition parties in Canada and in some 
European countries  oppose  any participation in 
Star Wars, even initial research, because they 
view it as a dangerous escalation of the arms 
race into space. 

Last month, Ottawa appointed a senior of  fi-
dal, Arthur Kroeger, to examine all aspects of 
Washington's invitation, including the possible 
economic, scientific and technological benefits 
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Star Wars 
• From Page One 

:for Canada. His report is expected 
, by the cnd of June. 
• In the Commons yesterday, Mr. 
Clark accused the opposition par-
ties of trying to deny Canadians a 
forum to express their views on 
Canadian participation In Star 
Wars research, closer trade links 

• with the United States and other 
• aspects of foreign policy. 

The Liberals and the New Demo-
cratic Party have said they will not 
participate in the proposed Joint 
committee because Mr. Clark's 
green paper does not deal with the 
Star Wars issue. 

The major foreign-policy issue of 
national defence is not addressed in 
the green paper, indicating that the 
Government is not serious about 

• public discussion of the issue, the 
Liberals and NDP critics said  Tues.
day. 

7 , i'We do not want to be a party to 
a fraud on the people of Canada," 
Liberal Leader John Turner said in 
explanation for the opposition boy-
cott of the committee. 

It is **showing contempt for the 
;*- people of Canada" to hold foreign-
. policy review hearings on the green 

: paper when the Cabinet will have 
• already decided the Star Wars  re-

search question, NDP Leader 
Edward Broadbent said. 

The opposition boycott means 
that there cannot be any public 
hearings because there cannot be a 

, committee, Mr. Clark told the 
House. 
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LA PRESSE 

Le vrai pari de 
la francophonie 

Avec plus d'insistance encore que le régime Trudeau, M. 
Joe Clark attribue à la francophonie un rôle clé dans la future 
politique étrangère du Canada. Le Livre vert ne s'y attarde 
pas mais tient pour acquise notre éventuelle association à 
cette communauté, tout aussi vitale aux yeux du ministre que 
Je Commonwealth regroupant depuis 1931 les États souve-
rains issus de l'ancien Empire britannique. 

Devant la presse, le secrétaire d'État aux affaires extérieu-
res est plus explicite: il croit savoir que Paris réunira, avant 
les élections législatives de 1986 en France, un sommet des 
pays de langue française auquel prendrait part le Québec en 
qualité de «gouvernement participant.. Le président Mitter-
rand s'en ouvrirait à M. René Lévesque lors du séjour que 
celui-ci doit faire à Paris dans quelques jours. Les difficultés 
que cette affaire avait suscitées sous le gouvernement libéral 
seraient à présent vaincues. Ottawa ne fait plus obstacle, en 
effet, aux relations particulières et privilégiées que souhaite 
établir le Québec avec les pays de langue française. 

Les Québécois pourront avec raison se réjouir de cette 
heureuse évolution des esprits. Mais, tout en admirant la sol-
licitude de M. Clark envers la dimension francophone du Ca- 

... nadapil.neaaudrait,pas -perdre de vue un fait majeur: la fran-
cophonie. ri ëxitte encore que dah's le Coeur et l'esprit de 

—^teux..rjut•en 'souhaitent l'avènement. Elle n'est pas cet  •  orga-
nisme comme la désigne par inadvertance te Livre vert du 
ministre. Il est faux de croire que l'Agence de coopération 
culturelle et technique des pays entièrement ou partiellement 
de langue française soit une communauté d'États de la fran-
cophonie. Elle n'est, comme son nom l'indique, qu'une agen-
ce de coopération à des fins principalement culturelles. Les 
présidents Bourguiba et Senghor, qui contribuèrent à sa fon-
dation en 1970 avec le concours de Jean-Marc Léger. 
avaient certes exprimé l'espoir que l'ACCT accède un jour au 
statut de  • communauté« des pays francophones, avant tout 
pour illustrer et défendre la culture française. Mais, en 15 
ans, l'Agence-n'a pas connu l'essor qui lui aurait permis de 
prétendre à un autre destin. Son budget est modeste, son 
oeuvre limitée. La France n en demandait pas davantage. 

Il faut dire que Paris est demeurée la métropole culturelle 
des pays de langue française d'Afrique et d'Asie. Son rayon-
nement et son influence politique sur les anciennes colonies 
s'exercent naturellement sans qu'il soit nécessaire de créer 
les structures d'une communauté analogue au Common-
wealth. Soucieux aussi d'éviter toute accusation d'impérialis-
me culturel, la France s'est abstenue de prendre en ce do-
maine des initiatives qui ne lui semblaient pas opportunes. 

Ces dernières années cependant, le gouvernement fran-
çais s'est montré plus attentif à ce projet, soutenu par Léo-
pold Senghor lorsqu'il était président du Sénégal pour dés 
raisons avant tout culturelles, et par Pierre Trudeau, pour des 
raisons plus politiques puisqu'il voyait l'utilité d'une commu-
nauté française faisant contrepoids au monde anglo-améri-
cain. 

Il incombe donc à la France d'en prendre l'initiative. Mais  li  
n'est pas sûr qu'une conférence au sommet destinée à jeter 
les bases d'une future communauté réponde vraiment à des 
,besoins - féels ou à des préoccupations pressantes des.pays 
africains , aux•prises avec des problèmes .  plus immédiats: ali-
mentation ,  sécheresse, remboursement des prêts, budget. 
chômage. Pour faire naitre un certain intérêt, puis entrainer 
l'adhésion des pays francophones du tiers-monde, it serait 

• indispensable que les pays mieux nantis (France, Canada, 
Belgique, Algérie, Suisse) donnent à cette future communau-

. té, au-delà de sa vocation culturelle et linguistique. des ob- 
• jectifs d'entraide économique et sociale, de coopération 

technologique, d'assistance financière. 
Tel est le vrai pari de la francophonie qui s'offre à M. Clark. 

Michel ItOT 



LE DEVOIR Nit' ri- 

À LA COURSE D  ANS le livre vert que vient de publier le se- . 	crétaire d'État aux Affaires extérieures, M. 
Joe Clark, le chapitre qui traite des «axes 

de changement» n'en propose, à vrai dire, qu'un 
seul où l'on sente que le gouvernement canadien a 
déjà fait son lit. Il s'agit de la libéralisation des 
échanges commerciaux entre le Canada et les 
États-Unis. Pas de surprise. Du Discours du trône 
de novembre dernier jusqu'aux engagements du 
sommet Reagan-Mulroney en mars à Québec, le 
nouveau gouvernement conservateur n'a jamais 
dévié de sa course vers l'élargissement de l'accès 
canadien au marché américain. Mais le livre vert, 
tout en sacrifiant au rituel de la pesée des avan-
tages et inconvénients, montre plus clairement 
encore où son coeur loge. Il va droit vers un «ac-
cord commercial global», c'est-à-dire le plus large 
libre-échange possible entre les deux pays. 

Le livre vert présente quatre options. 1) Le 
statu quo, qu'Il écarte rapidement. 2) Un accord-
cadre bilatéral, qui ressemblerait à une entente 
de principe mais sans effet contraignant. 3) Des 
arrangements sectoriels, tels ceux qu'qvait com-
mencé à débattre l'ancien gouvernement libéral, 
mais où l'on voit des problèmes de «symétrie». 4) 
Un accord commercial global qui irait au-delà des 
engagements actuels des deux pays dans le cadre 
de l'accord international du GATT, pour lever la 
plupart des obstacles tarifaires et non-tarifaires 
entre le Canada elles États-Unis. Toute la discus-
sion qui suit la présentation de ces options est un 
exercice d'apaisement des réticences. 

Pour procéder à cette rupture qui va contre 
toute l'histoire politique du Canada, même si elle 
correspond à la dynamique réelle des échanges 
entre les deux pays, le gouvernement Mulroney 
profite d'un courant d'opinion qui n'a jamais été 
aussi favorable. Plusieurs sondages indiquent 
qu'une forte majorité de Canadiens, partout à tra-
vers le pays, ne voit pas de menace dans une plus 
grande intégration économique, et la souhaite 
probablement Les intérêts provinciaux, long-
temps très conflictuels dans cette affaire, conver-
gent plus clairement que jamais: les premiers mi-
nistres des provinces de l'Ouest, réunis il y a deux 
jours, ont même reproché an gouvernement ca-
nadien sa timidité d-1ns sa cour aux Américains; 
le ministre québécois du Commerce extérieur, M. 
Bernard Landry, est devenu l'un des avocats les 
plus zélés du libre-échange avec les États-Unis; 

-tout en affichant la plus grande prudence, à cause 
des pressions des industries ontariennes qui au-
raient le plus à perdre dans certains secteurs, les 
dirigeants de la province voisine n'étalent plus . _ _ 

__leurs réticences et auraientméme donné au mi- 
nistre fédéral du Commerce extérieur, M. Kelle-
her, un début de feu vert pour une exploration. 

Les milieux spécialisés concourent aussi à l'ou-
verture. L'ancien ministre libéral des Finances, 
M. Donald Macdonald, a annoncé il )? a déjà plu-
sieurs mois que le rapport de la Commission 

•royale sur l'union économique canadienne, qu'il 
préside, se prononcerait pour le libre-échange Ca-
nada-USA, et qu'il s'agissait là, pour les membres 
de ce groupe, d'une conversion difficile mais réa-
liste. L'Institut C.D. Howe, Mir& tank ontarien 
écouté, vient de publier une étude qui bat en brè-
che la moindre objection politique, culturelle, éco-
nomique, à cette hypothèse. Enfin, même si le 
Parti libéral du Canada se tient prudemment au 

large des débats, il est lui-même revenu de loin. Il 
a délaissé en douceur, au fil des années, son credo 
de la «troisième option« qui prétendait équilibrer 
le poids américain dans le commerce canadien en 
se tournant résolument vers l'Europe et le Paci-
fique, pour aboutir, au début des années 80, à une 
politique commerciale qui chercherait le libre- 

sectoriel avec l'inévitable et puissant voi- 
sin. 

Le consensus canadien devient tel qu'il pourrait 
lui-même faire problème et gommer la prudence, 
dans mie relation qui sera toujours inégale. On est 
obnubilé par le «momentum. américain dont on 
dit, à Ottawa, qu'il faudra le saisir à l'automne ou 
jamais. 11 faudrait avoir raccord global en poche 
d'ici deux ans, une période où le président Rea-
gan, libre-échangiste entre tous, exercera le plus - 
de contrôle sur un congrès où se manifestent des 
pressions protectionnistes: la Maison-Blanche 
promet de les jouer les unes contre les autres. 
L'échec du sommet de Bonn an chapitre des 
échanges commerciaux, et le doute qui pèse 
maintenant sur la reprise des négociations du 
GATT, favorisent un repli vers des pourparlers W- 

. latéraux. Les enseignements de la récession sont 
encore frais et permettent d'atténuer la résis- • 
tance des milieux industriels en leur faisant mi-
roiter rélargLssement du marché. Bref, Il faudrait, 
dès l'automne, conclure un accord en vue d'un ac-
cord, de façon à embrayer sans retour. 

Mais outre ce mouvement de fond, rinclination 
naturelle du gouvernement conservateur, et bien-
tôt les analyses de là Commission Macdonald, les 
données réelles d'une aussi extraordinaire négo-
ciation sont absolument inconnues des Canadiens. 
Les simulations d'effets par secteurs et par ré-
glons ne sont encore que supputations d'analystes 
et on ne connalt même pas, de façon le moindre-
ment élaborée, les objectifs du gouvernement ca-
nadien. Cherche-t-11 avant tout le plus vaste accès 
au marché américain, ou définira-t-il au départ 
quelques intangibles, dans le domaine des com-
munications ou de la culture par exemple? La 
presse actuelle fait penser à celle du gouverne-
ment péquiste en matière constitutionnelle, où l'é-
chéancier mord surie contenu, avec les risques 
de donner à un puissant vis-à-vis plus de leviers 
qu'il n'en a déjà. 

Le garde-fou minimum, dans cette affaire se-
rait d'associer les provinces à la réflexion fédé- . 
rale, pour définir les paramètres de la négocia-
tion, et ses exigences de base. Lors de son passage 

--- au DEVOIR, mercredi, M. Clark s'est montré fort 
• _évasificetégard. Mais toute autre formule se-

rait impensable, à cause des enjeux régidnAUK-
d'un tel accord international. Le gouvernement du 

• Québec, jusqu'à présent satisfait des consulta-
tions Informelles d'Ottawa, réclamera d'être as----
sodé à toutes les étapes de la négociation, même 
les plus préliminaires, de signer lui-même un . 
éventuel traité, et de le faire ratifier par son As-
semblée. Il espère que d'autres provinces l'exige-
ront aussi. Rien ne permet de croire qu'Ottawa 
sera aussi «provtncialiste«, mais il ne saurait évi-
ter de donner un statut important à ses partenai-
res, et le plus rapidement possible. Ne serait-ce 
que pour démontrer à Washington que la peau de 
l'ours n'est pas déjà vendue sans enchères. 

— USE BISSONNETTE 
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2 •  Le Devoir, vendredi 17 mai 1985 

Participation canadienne au projet américain IDS 

Une décision d'ici «trois ou quatre mois» 
PAULE DES RIVIERES 

OTTAWA — Le gouvernement fé-
déral pourrait se donner encore 

trois ou quatre mois • avant de dé-
cider s'il participera ou non au projet 
américain d'Initiative de défense 
stratégique (IDS), aussi appelé 
guerre des étoiles. 

C'est ce qu'a déclaré hier le Secré-
taire d'Etat aux Affaires extérieu-
res, M. Joe Clark, pour calmer les 
députés libéraux et néo-démocrates 
qui lui reprochent de consulter le pu-
blic canadien à un moment où ses po-
litiques sont déjà arrêtées. M. Clark 
n'avait jamais précisé officiellement 
la date à laquelle le Canada répon-
drait à l'invitation des Etats-Unis de 
joindre l'équipe de recherche sur la 
guerre des étoiles, mals encore la se-
maine dernière, il avait déclaré qu'il 
était possible que le gouvernement 
prenne une décision à la fin de juin. Il 
a écarté cette avenue hier. 

Et sans s'engager fermement à at-
tendre les résultats de la consulta-
tion prévue avant de répondre aux 
Américains, M. Clark a dit lors d'une 
entrevue hier soir à la radio que • je 
veux entendre l'opinion des Cana-
diens avant que nous prenions la pre-
mière d'une série de décisions sur 
l'IDS 

Cet assouplissement ne suffit ce-
pendant pas à garantir l'existence  

même du comité prévu pour consul- 
ter et étudier le livre vert du gouver- 
nement sur la politique étrangère . 

En effetalbéraux et néo-démocra-
tes refusent toujours d'y participer 
s'ils n'ont pas l'assurance que le gou-
vernement attendra le rapport avant 
de prendre une décision sur rms. 

Hier, en Chambre, le député de 
Saint-Maurice, M. Jean Chrétien, a 
fait une proposition en ce sens à M. 
Clark, demandant que le comité -qui 
doit être formé de députés et de se 
nateurs- traite en priorité de la 
guerre des étoiles et soumette un 
rapport exclusivement sur cette 
question d'ici trois mois. 

Le Secrétaire d'Etat ne volt jus. 
que là aucune objection mais lorsque 
l'opposition insiste pour que le gou-
vernement s'engage à attendre 
avant de répondre aux Américains, il 
refuse. 

Je ne veux pas avoir d'échéance 
a répété à plusieurs re- 

prises M. Clark hier en soulignant 
qu'il n'avait pas davantage accepté 
l'échéance américaine. (L'invitation 
à participer à l'IDS est venue le 26 

mars, avec prière de répondre IO 
jours plus tard). 

Cependant, a assuré M. Clark, • Je 
veux avoir l'avis du public cana-
dien.. 

M. Clark a d'ailleurs fustigé l'atti-
tude des députés de l'opposition, les 

Joe Clark 

accusant de • priver lei Canadiens 
de leur droit de participer directe-
ment à l'élaboration de la politique 
étrangère canadienne. J'espère que 
vous respecterez le droit des Cana-
dieni d'être consultés a t-il lancé 
aux Communes. 

Le comité prévu pour discuter du 
livre vert devrait tenir des audiences 
I travers le pays et soumettre son 
rapport final dao un an. Mais le Se-
crétaire d'Etat estime que le gouver-
nement ne peut le mettre sur pied  
sans l'appui de l'opposition. 

La veille, en menaçant de n. pas 
participer à une consultation qui n'en 

'

était pas une selon eux, les députés 
libéraux et néo-démocrates avaient 
souligné que le gouvernement n'a- 

vait cure de l'avis du comité non seu-
lement sur la guerre des étoiles mais 
aussi sur les relations commerciales 
du Canada avec les Etats-Unis. Iller, 
ils s'en sont tenus à l'IDS et le chef 
du Nouveau parti démocratique 
(NPD), M. Ed Broadbent, a dit qu'il 
participerait volontiers à un comité 
s'attaquant en priorité à la guerre 
des étoiles si lent comité ne travail-
lait pas dans le vide. 

Tout comme M. Chrétien, M. 
Broadbent a déploré, à la sortie de la 
Chambre, le manque de clarté des 
propos du Secrétaire d'Ela'. 

A l'instar de plusieurs pays, le Ca-
nada s'est trouvé devant un choix 
très difficile lorsque le gouverne-
ment américain l'a invité à parti-
ciper à son projet d'IDS et il s'est ra-
pidement heurté aux questions des 
Libéraux et Néo-Démocrates, tous 
deux opposés à ce que le Canada se 
joigne aux Américains. Après plu-
sieurs semaines d'un discours ambi-
gu,le gouvernement décidait qu'il 
manquait d'information sur le projet 
américain et il demandait à M. Ar-
thur Kroeger, un haut fonctionnaire, 
de lui faire rapport sur la question. 

Le rapport de M. Kroeger, attendu 
le mois prochain, sera • un élément 
pris en considération dans la déci-
sion du gouvernement, a dit M. Clark 
hier. L'avis du public en sera un au-
tre, a-t-il ajouté, qui • serait très 
utile 
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Star Wars 
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) Tbe loronto Sun, Friday May V, 19€5 

CURE BOY  

On Parliament Hill 	 

OTTAWA — Life is often so confusing.. 
Especially when Joe Clark is in the picture. 
Yesterday in the Commons,  for example. Clark 

offered several different answers to essentially the 
saine  opposition questions. 

The confusion centres around the Tory response to 
the US. invitation to participate in the 
strategic defence initiative. or SDI, popula= 
as Star Wars. 

The Liberals and New Democrats have both 
derided not to participate in committee hearings on 
the question because, until now, the Tories wouldn't 
guariuitee they'd withhold their decision imtil after 
the committee reported back. 

Therefore, they ask, what's the point of spending 
the time and money on public hearings and commit-
tee sittings if the decision is going te be made inde-
pendently of that process anyway? 

It's a reasonable ques-
tion but until yesterday 
the Tories seemed con-
tent with accusing the 
opposition parties of try-
ing to block average 
Canadians from having 
their say. 

That's nonsense, of 
course, but it makes for 
good television. And a 
dmand for public hear-
ings, however phony 
they may be, is a lot 
easier to sell politically 

JOE CLARK 	than a boycott of public 
Foggy answers 	hearings. 

Fact is, the Liberals and NDP are already on 
record against  SD!,  so there's a considerable degree 
of grandstanding in their outrage as well. 

Just as they condemn the Tories for wanting hear-
ings which won't affect the final result anyway, they 
can be condemned for demanding hearings when 
they've already made up their minds on the issue. 

Still, if the politicians are determined to hold pub-
lic hearings on this issue, at the very least the gov-
ernment should have the common courtesy, for form 
if nothing else, to hold off the key decision. 

Enter Joe Clark, stumbling his way through ques-
tion period on this very point yesterday. 

On May 9, Clark told a standing cornmittee he 
expected to make the decision "near the middle to 
the end of June. ' Yesterday, he denied 
that — although it's on the public record — and said 
he'd have to decide, "sometime in the next three or 
four months."' 

That is not consistent, even for Clark. 
When asked by NDP Rouse Leader Ian Dams if 

he'd agree to a special committee on SDI to report 
back by September — providing Clark withheld his 
decision on the U.S. invitation — Clark said he 
wasn't saying that. 

"I indicated that I wbuld have no objection if the 
committee decided it wanted to give some priority to 
SDI and other questions," Clark told  reporters later 
... 

 
as  things stand now, the Liberals and NDP 

won't let the Canadian people speak." 
True, given their current stand the Liberals and 

NDP would block public hearings on the matter. 
What's more, both  opposition parties now say they 

will participate in n special committee on SDI if 
Clark agrees to drop the pretence of hearings and 
withhold his decision until the committee reports 
back in September. 

"I think poor Joe wanted to say 'yes' but he was 
looking to the side to see Yukon Erik (Nielsen, dep-
uty prime minister)," Liberal Jean Chretien said 
yesterday ... "he (Clark) looks terribly uncomfort-
able ... he has to wait until Brian Mulroney tells 
him what to do." 

NDP Leader Ed Broadbent said. "If the consulta-
tive process is to be meaningful, they must hold off 
the decisions until September ... (Clark) clearly 
WHS not committing himself to that." 

What it boils down to is that the Tories want the 
public relations value of public hearings, just as long 
as those hearings don't affect their actions. 

It's deceitful,  but it probably works. 



Grey paper TOR.= lb 

mrry 
It's time for Shakespeare at Stratford so we sup-

pose that Ottawa is just getting into the swing of summer 
theatre with this version of Much Ado About Nothing. 

We're surprised that anyone can break into a lather over 
Canada's latest attempt at foreign policy but opposi-
tion critics have had years of experience in "hyper-
bolic imperative," a phrase William F. Buckley used with 
devastating accuracy in a speech here yesterday. 

He could have had Jean Chretien and Pauline Jewett in 
mind as the undynamic duo took on Joe Clark. 

No tragic hero ever had a more wrenching soliloquy than 
these ham actors. They projected every emotion but 
honesty when they threw their barbs. The green paper's 
flawed, particularly by its Dick-and-Jane cliches. But for 
the Grits and socialists to pout and threaten to hold their 
breath until they turn Tory-blue is silliness. 

The paper doesn't offer solutions but invites all parties 
to help find them. We'd expect the opposition to twit the 
Tories for not offering some direction — any direction. 
We'd expect John Turner, that master of the elegant turn 
of — ahhh — phrase, to have a good giggle at the lan-
guage. We quote: "The problems we face — nuclear con-
frontation, economic uncertainty, poverty, hunger and 
ignorance — are serious." (It was about here that Claire 
Hoy commented: "Gag me with a spoon!") 

But we don't expect Turner to insult us with his politi-
cal blackmail. He says that imless the Tories delay deci-
sions on Star Wars and freer trade with the U.S., the 
Liberals will boycott the all-party committee assessing the 
green paper. In other words, the Liberals won't discuss 
foreign policy unless they can dictate it. That's rubbish! 

Jewett, the muse of New Westminster-Coquitlam, said 
her party fears the committee would be a "charade, a 
mockery" unless the Star Wars and trade decisions were 
delayed. We didn't hear a squeak from her when the Grits 
took similar action. 

These critics are indulging in rank opportunism. They 
know a Star Wars decision is due next month and a crucial 
discussion of U.S.-Canada trade is overdue, long overdue. 

Their refusal to participate in the foreign policy review 
is sheer political bloody-mindedness. Shame on them! 





Montréal. — Les Canadiens 
seront invités au cours des prochains 
mois à donner leur avis sur la politi-
que étrangère de leur pays à partir 
d'un document rendu public, mardi 
14 mai, à Ottawa, par le ministre 
des affaires extérieures, M. Joseph 
Clark. Une commission parlemen-
tain spéciale sera chargée d'étudier 
ce '4 (ivre vert Ses audiences 
perlait publiques et elle devra pré-
senté ses recommandations au gou-
vernement en mai 1986. ' 

LE MONDE 
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, 	 Canada 	_ 
Le gouvernement à la recherche 

d'un nouveau consensus 
pour la politique étrangère du pays I•  

De notre correspondant'  

Tous les aspects, y compris la 
.défense, pourront être abordés par 
>cette commission. Le ministre s'est 
engagé à tenir compte des retour' 
mandations qui lui seront faites dans 
la mesure el elles ne remettent pas 
en question l'appartenance du 
Canada à l'OTAN et • la coopéras 
lion avec les Etats-Unis pour la 
défense de l'Amérique du Nord a. i 

• Li document aecorde une très' • 
large place aux problèmes économi-
ques, 11 souligne les effets désas, 
creux que pourraient avoir les 
mesures protectionnistes actuelle-
meet à l'étude au Congrès airiéricain li 
(les Etats-Unis représentent environ, 
75% du .commerce canadien dans' 
les deux sens). Sans aller jusqu'à 
préconiser le libre-échange intégral. 
avec les Etau-Unii, il insiste sur les; 
effets bénéfiques d'un accord coin-i 
Inertie global entre les deux pays.! 
Depuis le début du siècle., Ms Cana-i 
diane résistent au souhait de 
Washington de constituer un mar-
ché commun. . 

-A propos de la 'défense. et pins, 
particulièrement de ta participation 
éventuelle du Canada à l'initiative 
de défense stratégique (la • guerre 
des étoiles.') du président Reagan; 
:le document reconnais que l'opinion „ 
;publique est divisée. Il note cepen-t : 
dent que la participation du Canada 
au projet de recherche pourrait , 

 constituer un • effort prodigiemit • 
sur le plan technologique. Ottawa : 
.n's pas encore donné sa réponse à ce 
,aujet, mais on sait que le gouvr_rnel 
ment conservateur de M. Mulroner 
est beaucoup plus proche de 
Washington en matière de défera.; 
que ne l'était son prédécesseur libél 
ne4 4_ 	• 	 1 = ras Canadiens devront aussi dito 
si leur pays doit s'impliquer damai 	• 

. sage en Mnésique centrale. A ci 
sujet. M. Clark a rappelé que sort 
gouvernement n'était • pas d'accord 
avec l'action des Liais-Unis au; 
Nicaragua 	en particulier avec 
l'embargo décrété par Washington; 
Le ministre a ajouté que son gouver4 
amerri avait • l'intention de pour.; 
suivre sa politique pour encourage% 
Le développement économique et 
social du Nicaragua .." 
i. • 	 I' 

BERTRAND DE LA GRANGE. 



Old patterns 
External At-
I airs Minister 
Joe Clerk's 
new policy 
paper, called 
Competitive-
ness and Se-
curity: Direc-
tions lor 
Canada Inter-
national rela-
tions, outlines 
our political 
limitations on 
the Interna-
tional stage. 

A policy stance foreign to our best interests 
By Adam Bromke Special  tome  Star 

The main objectives of Canadian for-
eign policy are formulated in a rather 
unusual fashion, different from that in 
other Western democracies They are 
periodically explained, In comprehenaive 
documents Issued by the government of 
the day presenting its  goals and the 
means by which it propose.  ta  attain 
them. 

These are supposed to serve as the 
guldellnea for Canadas diplomatic ac-
tivities, at least for as long as use ume 
party remains in power. 

In other countries, foreign pollcy 
proposais are first advanced by the com-
peting political parties and are presented 
for popular approval as part of their 
electoral platforms. - 

Subsequently, the government leaders, 
In order to retain the voters' support, up-
date them In quite regulan and elaborate 
statements. White Papers on foreign 
policy, issued either by the executive or 
the parliament, serve primirdy to 'luck. 
date some specific, and particularly 
complex, problems. 

In Canadian elections, foreign policy 
has played  a  major role only once: the 
controversy which led to the toppling of 
the Diefenbaker government over the 
deployment of BOMARC B mIsidles lo 
1963. 

During the  lait  elections, despite the 
fact that various aspects of Canadian 
foreign policy had acquired considerable 
urgency, neither the Conservatives  tsar 

 the Liberals seriously addressed them-
selves to them. 

In 1970, in order to emulate public 
discussion, the Trudeau government 
came out with  e  comprehensive docu-
ment called "Foreign Polley for Cana-
dlans." It was a qualified success but it 
omitted the most Important aspect of 
Canada's foreign policy — Its relation-
ship with the United States. 

Back to oblhdoel 
The Comervatives however, followed 

suit. During their brief tenure in 1979-80, 
the then external affairs minister, Mora 
MacDonald, prepared a •discussion 
paper" on "Canada In the Changing 
World." But with the change of govern-
rnent In Ottawa It also soon sunk Into 
oblivion. 

Now we have before us a new docu-
ment iuued by Joe Clark — the Green 
Paper on "Competitiveness and Securitr. 
Directions for Canada International 
Relations." 

In many respects It Is  the worst of the 
three. It  han nu central fucus and It is full 
of important-sounding platitudes whkh 

US.-Soviet relations 
crucial to Canada 
get downplayed in 
favor of more trade 

many will find not only self-evident, but 
even irritating. 

Curiously, Clark's paper follows Tru-
deau'a submission, not only In format, 
but in substance. The novelty of "For-
eign Policy for Canadlans" was in its 
emphasts on the limitations of our politi-
cal  rote  in the International sphere, and 
Its greater  stress  ors expanding Canada's 
trade. 

The same set of priorities  lu  evident in 
Clark's paper. Page after page dwells 
upon what we cannot do, rather than on 
what we  muid  accomplish in internation-
al affairs, and its main emphasit is on 
economic and ont politkal goals. 

Indeed, the report should have been is-
sued not by the minister of external af-
fairs but rather the minister of Interna-
tional trade. 

Thl, approach  Bien  In the face of the 
paramount reality of Canada's position 
In the international sphere, namely, our 
delicate strategic location between the 
United  Statu and the Soviet Union. 

Bells of doom 
For if something goes terribly wrong 

in relations between the two superpow-
ers, and the report admits thet this is a 
distinct possibility,  tee are doomed. To 
do whatever we  cas  to prevent such an 
outcome, thus, should to the central issue 
I,  Canadian foreign policy. And if we fail 
to expand our trade we would be poorer, 
but at least still alive. 

Yet, the review of the deteriorsting 
East-West relations In Clark's paper is 
perfunctory. In this respect even the 
paper Issued by MacDonald In 1979 was 
more profound. Trudeau's "peace mks-
siren," whkh Clark applauded so enthusF 
astically a year ago, Is barely mentioned. 

And asMe from one about continuing 
exchange of information about Me ex-
ploration of the Arctic, no constructive 
propouls to improve Canada's relations 
with the Soviet Union are Included. 

The Green Paper confirms the shift In 
Canadian foreign policy from a more 
Independent stance in East-West relit-
lions to greater reliance upon the United 
States. 

The various conflicts between the two 
superpowers are couched In such terms  

as will not offend the Reagan adminis-
tration. Nicaragua, for Instance, la dim-
cussed only in the general context of the 
situation in Central America. 

The main thrust of the report Is the 
advocacy of expanded trade with our 
southern neighbor. Although the Green 
Paper pretends to be objective by 
presenting various options before us — 
even Including the continuation of the 
existing situation — It clearly reveal' a 
strong blas In favor of a comprehensive 
trade agreement. 

The dire effects of preserving the 
statua quo are contrasted with the bene-
fits of closer economic ties with the 
United States. By selecting the latter 
course, the report suggesU, Canadians 
would avoid unemployment, poverty and 
backwardness, while becoming Met. 
efficient, technology-oriented and com-
petitive. In short, more like Amerkam. 

*Ile question of Joinipg the U.S. Strata 
gic Defence Initiative, confirming that 
the Tories, as Mulroney put IL view it 
with only restrained enthuslazns, is 
presented In a aomewhat More balanced 
fashion. 

Still, Its many potentially detrimental 
effects on East-West relations, and above 
ail  the fact that It may become a major 
stumbling bloc to an arms  central  agree-
ment between the two superpowers, are 
passed over in silence. 

Since the government's decision on 
Star Wert is to be made in the summer 
and that over trade in the fail — and It  in  

not difficult to gueu which way they will 
go — one might shrug off the Green 
Paper as just an exercise in public rela-
tions. 

Even before the special parliamentary 
committee starts its hearings and long 
before the White Paper containing its 
recommendations is issued, the two most 
crucial decisions concerning our foreign 
policy will have been made. 

Clark's report, Men, is an easy target 
for attacks by the opposition.  Au  such it 
le likely to be counter-productive.  It will 
bring about results exactly opposite ta 

 those whkh were intended: Rather than 
promoting consensus,  et  will widen the 
politkal divisions over foreign policy. 

lias  some value - 

Yet, the  policy paper Is not without 
some value. It demonstrates beyond 
doubt that  aside from a desire to move 
closer to the United States, the Conserv-
Minis have no over-all concept of Cana-
duo  role In international affair& Appar-
ently their lack of a foreign policy plat-
form In the general elections mu genu-
ine. 

There Is dal another, although equally 
unintended, way in whkh aark% report 
is signitkaht. It clearly shows that the 
Canadian way to formulate foreign poli-
cy through occasionally issuing major 
statements on It, and hoping that the 
people will  rally around them, is matte 
factory. 

Instead, in order to arrive at a comets- 

sus In external relations.  Canada should 
adopt the ume dialogue between the pa-
litkal leaders and the people which Is fol-
lowed In  aliter  democratic societies. 

There are signs that the declaratory 
style of foreign policy has outlived IU 
usefulness. Trudeau's "peace mission" 
evoked  e  surprisingly positive response 
et home, aven  though it did not accent-
plish much In Improving East-West  rela-
tions.  

That indicated that Canadians are 
more conscious than in the past of the 
dangers inherent in international  affaira 

 and especially that of a nuclear eonflict 
between the two superpowers. 

And, evidently, Canadians  aspect  from 
their leaders not just words, but concrete 
steps to try to evert UM supreme dan-
ger. 

Nobody would deny, of course, that 
Canada's influence In the world Is re-
stricted and that one way we can en-
hence it is by Improving our economic 
performance. Nor are Canadian.' nett.- 
eerily oppoeed la  doser  economic and 
defence ties with the United States. 

Yet, a move in this direction should be 
supported by mere profound analysta 
than that contained in Clark% paper and 
Mould be preceded by a more thorough-
going debate than that the Conservative 
government is willing  tu  afford us. 

CI Adam Bromke Is protestor el Inter-
national politics at McMaster Unlverrà-
W. 



SUNDAY  SIAH  
Ex-MP attacks 
Green Paper 
as anti-Arab 

A former Quebec Liberal MP 
has urged Arab Canadians to pro-
test a federal government Green 
Paper on Canadian foreign policy. 

The study presents a skewed 
interpretation of the situation in 
Lebanon, Ian Watson told the 19th 
annual convention of the Canadian 
Arab Federation yesterday. 

lie  cited from the paper: "The 
tragic and protracted war in 
Lebanon has complicated the 
process of settling regional dis-
putes." 

"That's totally incorrect," corn-
mented Watson, who, as an MP, 
travelled in the Mideast. "It's 
backwards, and it's proof on .paper 
that there is a bias against Arabs. 
The civil war in Lebanon was 
caused by these disputes" among 
Israel and Arabs. 

Cet  involved 
The Green Paper will serve as 

the basis for a parliamentary re-
view of Canada's foreign policy. 

Israeli nationalism and Zionism 
}lave "dehumanized Arabs," Wat-
son told the three-day conference, 
which ends tomorrow at the Sky-
line Hotel. 

Israel tries to "always attach the 
word 'terrorist' to the word 'Pales-
tinian' . .," he charged. "But 
we've forgotten about the- facts, 
and the facts are on the Arab 
side." 

Businessman and political activ-
ist Ghaleb Majid urged Arab 
Canadians to get involved in poli-
tics to help shape government 
decisions affecting them. 

And Canadians of Arab descent 
must work to change the cultural 
and political stereotype that ham-
pers their advance, he said. 

"We have an image problem," 
he told about 100 conference dele-
gates. "But, by being involved and 
visible, we could change this stere-
otype." 

'Phone them' 
Too many Arab Canadians 

"know nothing of the Canadian po-
litical system," while others are 
familiar with it, "but lack the 
incentive to participate," Majid 
said. 

As a result, many Canadians are 
uninformed about Arab senti-
ments, he added. 

Marlene Hamdon, an Alberta 
government specialist in trade 
with the Mideast, urged Arab 
Canadians to try to influence 
Canadian foreign policy. "Exter-
nal affairs is one of the key depart-
ments we should be approaching," 
she said. "Write them, phone 
them." 

Edmonton teacher Richard 
Awid blamed the media, politi-
cians and educators for presenting 
a "negative, unrealistic portrait of 
what an Arab is." 
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Chrétien not again 
•.CALGARY  (CP) 	Liberal ex- 

ternal affairs critic Jean Chrétien 
denies he wants to kill a special'. 
corm:mitt« the Conservative gov-
ersunent wants to form to study 
foreign policy questions. 
--But Chrétien said Monday he 

dies not want to spend the sum- 
•mer working on the committee 
oqly to be "dealing with Bot-
swana." 

Ile told reporters Canadians are 
more interested in the question of 
whether .Canada should take part 
In.  research into Star Wars and 
whether, there should be free 
tradtf • , 

St committee 
"I'm not trying to kill the com-

mittee," Chrétien said. 
"I want the committee." 	• • 
But Chrétien, whose party 

wants a commitment from the I 
government that it wilL allow  a,  
real study of the Issue, said he 4 
a project Uiat will not be  rele-
vant.  

External Affairs Minister Joe 
Clark accused Chrétien and the 
New Democratic Party during the 

liamentary „committee on foreign 
weekesid of tiling to kill the par- '1 

policy thaalark wants to form,. 

does not want to waste effort on 
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• We won't back 
foreign review 
on Tory ternis 
Chretien says 

, By Joe O'Donnell Toronto Star 
CALGARY — The federal 

' Liberals have no desire to kill the 
government's proposed parlia-
mentary committee to review for- 

. , eign policy, Jean Chretien says. • 
• "We want the committee" but 

not • on the government's terms,. 
the Liberals' external affairs critic 

. said yesterday. 
He was responding to External 

Affairs Minister Joe Clark's 
charge earlier on the weekend 
that the opposition parties, by 
refusing to sit on the committee, 
want not just to boycott it, but to 

, 
' 	Formation of the ail-party com- 

mittee, proposed in Clark's Green 
Paper on foreign policy last week,' 
has been rejected by Liberals and 
New Democrats. 

They cited Clark's refusal to 
delay a government decision  on 

 Wars research • and a new 
trade policy with the U.S.  until the 
committeé has studied those issues ,  
and submitted recortunendaUons. - 

Without such a guarantee, 
ChreUen said, the committee is. 

• poinUess. 
• "rm not trying to kill the com-• 

mittee," ChreUen field reporters. 
"I want the committee." • 	• 

• New trade policy 
atreUen, who was In Calgary as,.  

r  a guest at the Canada•Japan Busi-
r nessmen's Conference, said that 
t Star Wars and a new trade policy 

with the U.S.  "are two problems 
that have to have a priority. 

0 /"And I said we will be on the 
committee if they deal with these 
priorities" 
,What is of major interest to 

Canadians right now, he said, is 
, that the government is about to 

make a decision on Star Wars — 
the US. Strategic Defence  Initia-,

; five to design a space-based  de-,  
I. fence system. 

Clark bas  said a Canadian deci-
sion on whether to accept the U.S..  
invitation to participate in the $26 
billion research project will be 
made within the next three or four 

'; months. 
I` 	He has also offered the commit- • 
; tee the option of beginning im- 
. mediately to deal with Star Wars 

in its cross-country public hear- 
ings. But the opposition parties re- 

' fuse, saying such a review is point- 
; less if it has no impact on the gov- 
• ernment's decision—. 	. • 



;Diplomats 
Patrick Best 

Clark provides 
re - -" 	 • 
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• 
A number of Ottiwa-based envoys spent - 

part of the holiday -weekend looking over some 
long-awaitert reading.- material —,Joe-Çltuit's ' 
Green Paper . = foreign 'policy: ,  i•-; 

Canada's external' . affSirs. niinistd• 
did his best:to whet • their Intetest •in Ins" pet .  
project. 	• 	'"• 	• ,•;. 	 ' e 

• Perhaps it:was his  dire  to keep thé rest. of 
the Shrinking World abreast of. the-new Canadi- • 
an government's thinkint on  international al-
fairs. 	 ' 	• 	. 

Or perhapii he was Inéking for a mbre sym-
pathetic ear than the one he received from op- 

• position parties when he tabled his grey-cov-• 
ered paper in the Commons.- ' 

Whatever-,the reasoe at Week's end he had 
. 	his :aides dellirer "courtesy" copies of his 
, 	niudi-maligned document to each of the  more  . 	than 100 diploipatic missions  litre — along 

with a friendly covering letter. , • 
What is more, his officials are novr in the 

: midst of conducting a round of special brief-
ingsi fer the ambassadors on the contents and 
purpose of the paper — key to the first for-
eign policy review in this country since 1970. 

The home governments of the envoys have.' 
beed patiently looking for clues on possible 
changes in the direction of Canada's foreign 
policy since the Mulroney regime took office 
eight months ago. 

But,  with the paper now in their  bands, the 
diplomats are not quite sure what they have 

• gotl- 
What they are reading is a doctement that 

doesi not purport to propose policy, let alone 
• define it In short, there is precious Mlle sub-

. 	stance to package up and send to their foreigni 
ministries. 

Id the wrrrds of one Asian diploman"Where's: 
the beef?" 
• Npt surprisingly, the heads of mission are ; 

 carefully choosing their vrords in expressing 
reatition to the Clark document — at least un-
til the =Tent series of briefings is over. 

Italy's Amtrassàdor Francesco Fulci, car—, 
rently "dean" of the European Economic Com-
munity grouping here, is among those who had 
originally expected the new government to • 
produce a White Paper defining foreign policy 
obletives. - • 

- • Nevertheless, he rues the contents of the: 
Green Paper "an interesting and useful cata-: 
logàe of questions that apparently have much:. 
meàning for the Canadian government" - k.• 

Fialci • noted the emphasis placed on trade 
and;econtimic issues. "It is important for us to1 
see i!what Canadian leaders' view as the main 
problems in this vital area." 

Fuld hàs already dispatched to his govern- . 
merit a copy of the paper, along with a resume 
of and is in the midst of preparing an in-- 
depth analysis. 	• 

Observed Brazil's Ambassador Ronald° Cos-
1 	ta: ! 

"We didn't really kncrw what to—exped• tun 
• we 'waited for release of this paper. I am mat-. 

orally reading it very carefully, although it; 
does not appear that the basic framework of 
Canadian foreign policy is about to change at 
this' time." 	-. 	 , 

The timing of the release of the study paper 
had a particular meaning  for the  ambassadors 
of  Thailand and troubled Nicaragua. 

• Nicaragua's deputy foreign minister,  Victor. 
• Rugo Tinoco, was due to arrive here today for 

important meetings with Clark and Monique: 
Vezina, minister of external relations. 

'This three-day visit vrill provide the opportn--, 
nity for useful discussions on the latest devel-: 
°panes in Central America, including Presi-• 
dent Reagan's plans to push ahead vrith a total 
trade embargo "against my country," said ' 
Ambassador Casimir° Sotelo. 

Ottawa-based envoys found in  the Green  Pa- 
•per:precise figures on the ntmaber of diplomat-
ic, ,trade and consular offices maintained 
throughout the world by Canada. The total Is 

 110; nearly one-third of them in Europe. . 
- But they look in vain for indications as to 
whether the Mulroney government plans to -- 
eliminate any more foreign posts in this period 

• of financial restraint 	 • 
• The gcrvernment announced late last year 

that five of its overseas offices were to be" 
closed for a potential saving of $3.1 million in 
1985-88. Understandably, there is lingering t 
concern among some envoys in this capital 
that the axe might fall again in the months 
ahead. 

Prelictably, much interest is focussed on 
one of the dominant questions raised in the 
Green Paper. Should development aid be  lied ' 
to a country's respect for human rights, or its: 
future trade prospects? 

Just how much attention the Clark paper at-
tricts among Ottawa's envoys will be jndged 
by what happens in the follow-op  process over • 
the next year. 

This will be interesting to see. 
• - 	 . 

«MD 
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Partiessti1I at odds on 
foreign affairs committee 
By Leslie Shepherd 

' The Condon Press 

The Uiree political parties were 
unable to reach agreement again 
Tuesday on hovr to establish a 
special parliamentary committee 
to study foreign affairs, although 
the House leaders say progress 
was made at a late afternoon 
meeting. 

The gcrvernment wants to ap-
point a special conunittee of sena-
tors and MPs to study a discus-
sion paper on foreign policy ta-
bled in the Commons last week 
and present recommendations by 
next May. 

But.both opposition parties have 
threatened to boycott the commit-
tee unless the government agrees 
to postpone decisions on partici-

, pating in Star Wars space defence 
' research and on a new trading ar-

rangement  with the United States 
until the committee can tnake 
recommendations. 

Both government decisions are 
expected early this fall. 

New Democrat  Bouse Leader 
Ian Deans said the three parties 
put their specific proposals on. the 
table for the first Ume during the 
hour-long meeting and "there cer-
tainly are differences of opinion 
that will have to be ironed out." 

But Deans told reporters he's 
optimistic an agreement can be 
worked ont. "At least we're talk-

. lag about it." 

Both Deans and Liberal House 
Leader Herb Gray said that if the 
gcnernment introduces a motion 
to create the special conunittee, 
they want it to spell out the com-
mittees power to study the Star .  

Wars and trade issues before firm 
decisions are made. 

"We would like to have an or-
der of reference from the Rouse 
— . directing the committee to 

bold public hearings and to report 
on those hearings to the  Bouse  be- . 

fore the govermnent ,makes a fi-
nal decision on participating in 
the Star Wars matter and on new,  , 
trading relations with the United.. 
States," Gray said. 

"I personally would like to see, 
written into the tenus of refer-, 
ence when the committee has to 
report on each of these two items, 
and that there had to be public 
hearings before the reports." ; 

External Affairs Mini.ster Joe 
Clark said in the Commons the , 
government is anxious to get the 
committee started and that de-
bate was being blocked "by the 
stubbornness of opposition: 
parties." 1 

But Liberal Leader John Turner 
said if the government is deter-
mined to have a cornmittee "it 
can set up this committee with its • 
own terms of reference, take its 
Conservative members of Parlia-
ment across the country and no 
one is trying to block any discus-
sions." 



Foreign policy.gag- 
• • How can the opposition justify opposing a 
special parliamentary committee to review-. 
Canadian foreign policy? By killing it before • 

, it's even born, they would deny Canadians a 
chance to debate all aspects of,. this,countrrs 

' International  role. 
- The LiberaLs• and New  DemOcrats.• have 
every right to oppose • Conservative policies. 
They aLso have a duty and responsibility to 

' express their àwn views on questions. like 
Canada's participation in the Strategic  
•fence Initiative and Canadian .trade with the 

• But they have no right to force their viess 
on the government by blackmalL Yet that's 

.• what they appear to be trying to do. 	' 
Last week External Affairs Minister Ix 

Clark tabled a Green Paper on Canada's in-
; ternational , relations as promised many • 

months agd. It's suppoied to serve as back-
ground for a thorough .foreign policy review 
to be conducted across Canada by:a special. , 

• all-party. parliamentary -  committee eatab-•' 
lished for that purpose.  

• Clark 'proposed that the committee  report • 
back to Parliament in a year's time with its 

-recommendations after travelling across the 
-' country and consulting as , many Canadian 
1 . groups and interested people as possible.» 

In the meantime, as Clark explained, Cana- , 
da's foreign policy can't stand stilL' Some de-

, cisions will have M be taken during that 
; year. One is SDI and another ,is trade with -
. the U.S..- -  in particular.what type ot agree- 

ment  we should seek with Washington. 	7.'1 

The opposition says it'won't take-part 
I other words it will withhold> its4', consent to 

setting up• such a committee' -7 unless the ;. 
government agrees be_forehand not  to decide .: 
either of these issues before the ,committee , 

: makes its recommendations on them. 
•Thus there's a deadlock. A nainority appar--. 

; • ently believes it has the right to set deadlines 
for the committee's work• and on When the_ 

.iT majority.  government can decide specific Is- ' 

This is democracy? Certainly. not,Unlesit,. 
. the Liberab and New. Democrats change::. 
their tune, the process of sounding • out the ,: 
Canadian people — they seem to be forgotten 

' in all . this — could be nipped in the bud: .•:' 
More Canadians must learn about Cana& 

an foreign policy. They have  to  become bet-•:- 
; ter informed.  They should.make up their own • 
"•'' minds about issues that affect us all.-  
' . Surely the sober second thoughts of Liberal 
' and .  New,  Democratic 'leaders will ' prevent . 

.-them from using the guillotine on Canadian' 
r public opinion. If they become responsible for 

that they will be abdicating their. duties as. 
„ elected representatives. 	• - 	' 	; 

There's undoubted value In  public review: 
There's none in denying it foi .narrow, party, 

he( e 
CITIZEN 

1 

1 

7. 

f . 

1 



May a.4 
GLOBE AND MAIL 

The clerical solution, 
, • Ottawa's Green Paper on 

foreign affairs seeks public 
= debate on a suitable anti-apart-
; heid policy. "licrw can Canada 

... press for change in South 
= Africa," it asks, "while avoid-
, ing isolating that country and 

making communication • and 
t peaceful change more difficult? - 

Is foreign investment part of 
4  the problem or part of the solu-. 

tion?" 
• External Affairs Minister 
Joe Clark has received " a 
speedy reply from the Cana- 

; dian churches. •In , a well-re- 
; searched brief, thé Christian 

denominaticms take the view 
that it is precisely by isolating 
South Africa that pressure can 

I be effectively applied upon 
• apartheid. They leave no doubt 

that they view foreign invest- 
; ment as "part of the problem." 
t Their proposaLs would unrav- 
2, el, one by one, the threads of an 

already tattered bilateral rela-
tionship. The churches want the 
Canadian Embassy in Pretoria 
to dump its local trade officer. 
They want Ottawa to block 
exports of computer and other 

" equipment with even indirect 
military potential.. They want 
Ottawa to halt imports of South 
African Krugerrands. - 

Not content to nickel and 
dime South Africa, the clerics 
flirt with comprehensive eco-

- nomic sanctions. They cite 
South African Bishop Desmond 

. Tutu's statement that he will 
call for sanctions In 18 to 24 
months if the abandonment Of. 
apartheid is not then tutderway. 

. Ottawa, say the churches, 
should "consider now its pas-

- ponses to such a call ... and 
'prepare for this eventuality." 

This proposal, while deliber- 
itely *fuzzy, implies that Joe 

-; Clark, should prepare to say 
"me too" to Bishop Tutu. The 
bishop Is  an admirable advo-
cate of non-violent reform, and 
Canadian churc.hmen , may 
conscientiously take their cues 
from him, but surely the Cana-
dian Government should not 
base its decisions on the words 

- 	- of one South African, however 
admirable. Canada.  needs to 
listen to other voices in black 
South Africa, Wo. There is not 
now, and may not be  in. Iwo 

 years, a consensus on the offi-
:cacy of sarictions. 

•• Several prominent black poli-
ticians and union leaders op-
pose disinvestment. They con-
tend that, while such action 
would penalize the white-domi-
nated eenearaY. .it could , not 
force the white minority to 
surrender power. It -would, 
however,. harm the. job.  pros-
pects of black workers. • S 

While we continue to .  doubt 
the wisdom of comprehensive 
sanctions, the churches' brief 
does make a useful contribution 
to the policy . debate. It des-
cribes how the Government has 
eroded some of its own anti-
apartheid principles in . récent 

0 Ottawa vowed in 1977 to 
"phase out" its South African 
trade promotion assistance, "yet 
continues to offer market devel-
opment subsidies and export 
insurance to Canadian firms.: * 
• 0 Ottawa subscribes to the 
United Nations arms boycott of , 
South .  Africa, yet has -  enforced - 
it rather feebly. (Space '.Re-
search Corp: sent four 'ship. 
meats of artillery shells under  • 
tected to South Africa in 1g77.) , 

0 Ottawa created in 1978 a 
voluntary code • of conduct to 
prod Canadian .firms active in 
South Africa to behave as 
model employers, but it has 
neither systematically distrib-
uted the code to the companies 
nor required them to report on : 
their compliance. " • 

0 Ottawa In' 1979 ordered. 
Polymer, a Crown corporation,. • 
to shed its investment in  •Sotith 
Africa on the grounds that the 
Canadian Government • should 
not profit from apartheid. Yet 
the Goverrunent now owns 
shares in • Massey-Ferguson, 
which invests in South Africa. 

The principles are still valid. , 
The practices should,  conform • . 
to them. 
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BY STEPHEN CLARKSON 
Mr. Clarkson is a profesior of political 

economy at the University of Toronto and 
author of Canada and the Reagan  Chai. 
lenge: Crisis and Adjustment, 1981-1985, 
recently published in a second edition , by , , 

James Lorimer and Co. , ; 

. 

. 	• 	. 

THE PUBLICATION last 	w eek of 
External Affain , Minister Joe 
Clark's green paper on foreign poli- 

cy inspired two responses In the media 
and the Commons. 	. • • 

, The sophomoric quality of the paper's 
analysis was mocked as an inadequate 
basis for à serious public debate on the 
future of Canada's International rela-
tions. At the same  lime,  critics' pointed' 
out the uselessness of the proposed parlia-
mentary review process when such major 
decisions as whether to engage in Star . 
•Wars research or free trade with the , 
United States will be made elsewhere and 
long before the'review is complete. 
.. These initial responses have obscured  a'  

far more important fact about Brian 
Mulroney's new Canada and Its place in 
the world. A strong case can be made that . 
a genuine debate about Canada's foreign 
policy future was precluded the day Mr. ' 
Mulroney became Prime • •Minister of 
Canada. Eight months ago, he brought to' 
.his office a mindset unique among prime 
ministers in Canadian history. For, Mr.'. 
Mulroney, Canada has ône great good 
friend in the world — the United States —; 
and all international policy decisions flow. 

" from that belief. 
much attegifici ' nhas béen spaid to the 

. 
many ways in which Mr. Mulroney has 
continued previous Liberal practices in 
domestic politics — from handing out 
patronage to propping up industrial losers 
— that it is easy to forget how radically 
he has transformed Canada's internation-
al stance. In stark contrast to the broad 

• range of internal policy,  , questions on 
' which the Prime Minister has shovm a 

remarkable elasticity of principle, he has 
• brought to Canada's external policies a 

clear and apparently fixed world view 
formed by his ovm experience as a North 
American. 	f 	 • . 
• The boy from  Baie  Comeau, a tovm In 
Canada's resource hinterland, grew up in 
the continentalist certainty that Canadian 
prosperity was a direct product of U.S. 
enterprise. Later, the labor lawyer who 

. became the branch manager for  a Cleve-
"; land steel company enjoyed his prime 

profe.ssional experience as a Canadian 
, agent hired to do whatever jobs," from . • 
repatriating more capital to closing the 

.' mine at SchefferyIlle, his U.S. directors 
• ' required. . 

It is not stirprising that the world view 
, which Mr. Mulroney's brotight to the 
Prime Minister's office was essentially 
restricted to North America. Unlike his 
predecessors, he had travelled little 

, abroad and had no parliamentary experi-
ence in opposition or In government with 
global policy matters. It is more surpris-

. Ing that, for all the narrowness of hls 
horizons and his lack of international 

„ experience, he imposed his world view on 
_ his Goverrunent immediately following 
his victory  in.  September. "Good  rais. 

-. tions, super relations with the .United 

had first cleaned up its own, though far 
less damaging, sources of pollution. ' 

The military side of this new continen-
talism was the Government's hasty ac-
ceptance of the Pentagon's current stra-
tegic thinking. Participation in the North 
Warning System and the commitment of 
1,200 more troops to Europe have fore-
closed the consideration of alternative 
military scenarios in conventional de-
fence. Defence Minister Erik Nielsen has 
at least shovm consistency in rejecting 
public participation: apart from the Star 
Wars decision, there is nothing much left 
to discuss. . 

When you take into account this coun-
try's new postures in these vital areas, it 
is clear that the Canadian Government 
has done everything In its power to ingra-
tiate itself with the United States and 
make its relationship with Uncle Sam 
"special". But the benefits Bowing from 
these actions are hard to discern. Al-
though the Prime Minister's political 
reputation was bullt on his talents as a 
negotiator, he has used a novel negotiat-
ing strategy with the United States.  lie 

 has given up every major bargaining chip 
he held without managing to achieve any 
significant concessions front the United 
States.' • • 

There Is  no Indication that the U.S. 
Goverrunent bas  altered ita view of Its 
own national Interests as far as the Unit-
ed Nations or disarmament negotiations 
are concerned, Issues that Ottawa claims 
to still consider important. Nor has Wash-
ington changed Its imperial style with 
Ottawa, as its failure to consult over the 
Nicaragua trade embargo confirmed. The 
Reagan Administration has doggedly 
refused to curb its emissions of poilu-
tants, indicating that Canada ,has , not 
gained influence in Washington.. Mean-
while, protectionist threats to constrain 
Canadian lumber and ateel exports to the 

•
United States grow ever stronger in a . 	_ 	• 

Congrest apparently unmovea oy nu. 
Mulroney's deference. 

By June, 1984, when the Trudeau ere 
came to a close, a healthy political equi-
librium had been established between , 

. Canada and the United States. FollowIng 
the 1981 crisis provoked by the new Rea-
gan Administration's hysterical response 
to the NEP and F1RA, Ottawa had 
smoothed over the main points of conten-
tion with Washington. • - 

Since the appointment of the business-
like George Shultz as Secretary of State I  
In 1982, the Canadian-US.  relationship 
had functioned on the basis  of an honest . 
recognition of differences of interest, ' 
bargaining that was more open but still 
tough, and, consequently, a greater re-
spect by 'each side for the legitimate po. 
anions of the other. ' 

At its successful United Nations Law of 
ihe Sea negotiations. In the settling of the 
East Coast maritime boundary dispute by 
the International Court of Justice, at the 
economic summita, even In Pierre Tru-
deau's valedictory peace initiative, Cana-

. da had demonstrated a considerable 
• maturity on the international stage. . 

• Now, • under new management, the 
• Canadian Government has reverted to the 

historically more comfortable If less dig-
tailed posture of continental dependence 
as the first principle governing its inter-
national relations. If the essence of our 

. , new foreign policy is  a U.S.-centred 
stance, then Canada's relations with the 
rest of the world are constrained political- 

by the requirement not to offend Wash-
ington and limited financially by commit- 1 

 ments to expand a military establishment 
tied to Pentagon strategy.  

This Is the Main reason why public 
discussion Of the banal questions raised 
by the green paper can only be an exer-
cLse in futility:,, the big decisions have 

' 'been made. , •-•••• 
• • 

States will be the cornerstone of our for-
eign policy," he boasted. 

He proceeded to delivel. His first ma; 
jor action was a courtesy visit to U.S. 

• President Ronald Reagan in Washington 
just eight days  alter  taking 'office. His 

, first major public speech was to Wall 
Street's money managers at the Econom-
ic Club in New York. He dovmgraded the 
external affairs minister's power in the ' 
Cabinet committee system. At the same 

• time he made it clear that he, not Mr. 
Clark, was going to take personal charge 
of the U.S. relationship as if he was his 
ovm Minister of American Relations. His 
self-conscious mission WU to establish 
the closest prime ministerial rapport with 
the U.S. president since Mackenzie King 
Fourted Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

'.• The 'White House was'. dutiently 
delighted. Richard Burt, a presidential 

• foreign-policy adviser, spoke glowingly 
last autumn of "recreating the especial 

. relatIonship'." The remark expressed the 
•euphoria of the moment. It did not seem 
to recognize that to return to the type of 
preferential rapport Canada and the Unit-
ed States had offered each other ,in the. , 
early 1950s would require change in both 

• capitals. 	• 	 • 	:. .* 
For his part, Mr. Mulroney proceeded 

to abolish the Foreign Investment Review 
• Agency (FIRA) and to skewer the Nation- , 

al Energy Program (NEP), ithereby 
showing his comprador's proclivity for 

• redefining Canadian national bUerests in 
•• terms pleasing to Washington. lie  reef- 

firmed the old tenets of quiet diplomacy 
by announcing that Canada would not 

'', press the Ameriœns on'acid rain until it 
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REVUE DE PRESSE 

Des études 
décevantes 

Il est tragique de constater, 
dans un pays comme le Cana-
da où le talent disponible en 
matière de politique étrangère 
est si riche, qu'une étude de ce 
type se traduise par des tra-
vaux dignes d'écoliers de l'éco-
le primaire. 

Le Livre vert, ainsi appelé 
parce que personne n'a eu le 
courage de l'affubler du quali-
ficatif de Livre blanc, est pour 
le moins un exercice pathéti-
que en matière de relations 
étrangères. 

La faute n'en incombe pas 
uniquement ail ministre des 
Affaires extérieures Joe 
Clark qui, dans ce domaine, a 
plus d'expérience que tout au-
tre de ses collègues du cabinet, 

, le premier ministre inclus. 
C'est peut-être là qu'est le pro-
blème. Ses conseils, s'ils ont 
été dispensés, n'ont pas été  

pris en compte. Il a plutôt dû 
recueillir ici et là des miettes 
d'une opinion publique qui a 
été très peu consultée, au 
cours de la dernière année, en 
matière de politique étrangè-
re. 

Les grandes décisions que le 
Canada devra prendre dans ce 
domaine, d'ici un an, ne peu-
vent attendre. 

Deux décisions lourdes de 
sens, pour nos relations avec 
les Etats-Unis et avec le reste 
du monde, se font pressantes: 
devons-nous nous joindre au 
projet d'Initiative de défense 
stratégique des USA (Guerre 
des étoiles) et devons-nous 
conclure un accord de libre-
échange avec Washington? 

M. Clark a exprimé de pro-
fondes réserves à l'endroit de 
ces deux projets. Pourtant, ce 
sont les ministères de la Dé-
fense et des Relations'interna-
tionales qui prendront la déci-
sion finale dans ces deux cas, 
avec un peu d'aide de cértains  

bureaucrates et une aide pré-
cieuse, croyons-nous, du bu-
reau du premier ministre. 

Ce n'est pas un débat public 
qui s'éterniserait durant un an 
qui permettra de prendre de 
plus sages décisions. Ce débat 
pourrait être utile. Le gouver-
nement pourrait tout autant, 
par ailleurs, Utiliser les sonda-
ges d'opinion pour mieux per-
cevoir le pouls de l'électorat. 
Peut-être est-ce justement ce 
qu'Il fait? Le saura-t-on ja-
mais? 

The Vancouver Sun 

Le Sénat, un 
anachronisme 

Il est temps pour notre pays 
de se défaire de ce hideux ana-. 
chronisme qu'est le Sénat. 

Oublions toute réforme limi-
tant les pouvoirs des 104 per-
sonnes siégeant à la Chambre 
haute. Oublions un Sénat élu 
représentant égalitairerrient et  

efficacement chaque province. 
Oublions tout changement per-
mettant au Sénat d'imposer ou 
non son veto. 

Débarrassons-nous tout sim-
plement du Sénat. 

C'est une organisation coû-
teuse, dépassée et inutile. 
C'est un refuge de rêve pour 
les hommes politiques défaits 
et les bienfaiteurs des forma-
dons politiques. Notre pays en 
a assez de ce type coûteux de 
patronage. 

Nous n'avons aucunement 
besoin d'une deuxième Cham-
bre au Parlement, quoi qu'en 
disent ceux qui craignent que 
l'Ouest ne soit Mis à la merci 
du Québec et de l'Ontario qui 
dominent les Communes. 

Le Sénat, de tout temps, 
n'est jamais venu au secours 
de l'Ouest. Personne n'y a levé 
le sourcil lorsqu'on nous a Im-
posé le programme énergéti-
que national. 

The Calgary Sun 
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Que faire d'un livre vert qui est plutôt gris ? 

PAUL PAINCHAUD  

Y A deux façons de juger le 
récent livre vert du ministre Joe 

lark sur les relations extérieu-
res canadiennes. On peut le Juger 
en fonction de son contenu, ou 
comme instrument d'une consulta-
tion dont 11 doit servir de rampe de 
lancement. 

Au niveau de son contenu, les 
premiers commentaires de la 
presse ont été plutôt négaUfs. Dans 
une large mesure, cette réaction 
critique est justifiée. Tout d'abord, 
ce document reprend quelques-
unes des faiblesses du texte qui a 
été publié en 1970 par le gouver-
nement Trudeau sous le titre • Une 
politique étrangère au service des 
Canadiens op, et en particulier un 
certain nombre de platitudes. Par 
exemple : la liste des valeurs et des 
aspirations canadiennes (unité na-
tionale, souveraineté et indépen-
dance, prospérité économique, 
etc.), comme 51 ces valeurs 

n'étaient pas à la base même de 
tout Etat, quel qu'il soit, comme si 
les Canadiens avaient besoin de ces 
lapalissades pour penser correc-
tement leur politique étrangère. On 
sombre ici dans un moralisme so-
porifique de 5-10-15. Ainsi, les Ca-
nadiens n'ont pas besoin de se faire 
dire qu'ils • restent déterminés à 
contribuer à l'édification d'un 
monde plus dm, plus prospère, et 
plus humain., Les Canadiens at-
tendent de leur gouvernement des 
choix politiques clairs, et non des 
sermons bureaucraUques. 

On retrouve cette banalité dans 
les pages d'information qui accom-
pagnent le texte principal sur la si-
tuation des différentes régions du 
monde et sur les politiques cana-
diennes actuelles à leur endroit. 11 

•ellt mieux valu de ne pas procéder - 
à cette analyse très sommaire des ' 
intérêts régionaux du Canada plu- . 

tôt que de se préter à un exercice 
qui n'est d'aucune utilité réelle. En 
effet, non seulement la présenta.
Uon des diverses régions du monde 
se ramène-t-eue à une sorte d'atlas 
insipide — par exemple, lorsqu'on 
parle de la région Asie-Pacifique en 
indiquant que • certaines zones res-
tent instables, notamment la pénin-
sule de Corée, le Kampuchea, les 
Philippines, le Sri Lanka et l'Af 
ghanistan • sans dégager la spéci-
ficité de chacune de ces instabilités 
et leur impact 1 réchelle globale — 
mais, en oùtre, on se contente de 
rappeler riderai historique du Ca-
nada mur ces régions, la plupart du 
temps en termes exclusivement 
économiques, sans donner les ori-
gines des choix qui furent faits à 
régard de chacune d'entre elles, et 
par conséquent sans fournir aux 
Canadiens le moyen de décider de 
l'importance relative de chacune 
pour le pays, comme le livre vert 
les invite 1 le faire. De plus, après 
avoir, affirmé en préambule que 
• le Grand Nord occupe une place 
distincte dans notre conscience et 
notre Identité nationale le livre 
vert n'esquisse meme pas la pose 

. talé d'une véritable politique cir- 
cumpolaire intégrée, seule région 
internationale où le Canada est - 

physiquement présent 
C'est cette absence de perspec-

tive géopolitique précise qui con-
fère au document son caractère de 
banalité. Ainsi, après avoir affirmé 
que l'intégrité du milieu naturel 
constituait l'une des valeurs fon-
damentales de la population cana-
dienne — ce qui est loin d'être 
prouvé —, le livre vert omet com-
plètement de proposer une stra-
tégie écologique Internationale 
d'ensemble. Le territoire canadien, 
par sa situation, sa dimension, ses 
caractéristiques propres, justifie-
rait amplement que la politique 
étrangère canadienne en fasse 
l'une de ses préoccupations majeu-
res. Car les problèmes de l'environ-
nement mettent aussi en cause la 
sécurité du payai long terme, et à 
ce niveau le Canada peut jouer un 
rôle original. On pourrait faire la 
même remarque au sujet des 
océans. 

En vérité, le llvre vert du minis-
tre Joe Clark se présente comme 
un diagnostic, dard l'ensemble hon-
nête et bien écrit — pour une fois, 
dans un document fédéral, la ver-
sion française ne ressemble pas 
trop 1 un col empesé — mais éga-

- lementpessirniste 'sur le contexte 
- international nouveau dans lequel 

• le Canada évolue. On lit ce docu-
ment comme une série de lamen-
tations. On y trouve très peu d'in-
dications positives sur la place du 
Canada dans le monde, sur la spé-
cificité du rôle qu'il peut Jouer. La 
situation, certes, est grave mals 
elle l'est pour Mus les pays et on ne 
mobiliers pas les Canadiens avec 
ce genre de pessimisme. Le Ca-
nada ne peut pas étre influent par-
tout, et l'influence n'est pas un ob-
jectif en soi, comme le suggère le 
document. Elle doit être un instru-
ment au service d'intérêts bien spé-
cifiques, définis comme prioritai-
res daim le moyen terme. Or c'est 
cette spécificité et cette hiérarchie 
dans les orientations extérieures 
globales du Canada qui manquent 
au livre vert et qui rendront diffi-
cile son utilisation comme instru-
ment de débat public. Ce gouver-
nement a pourtant montré par son 
dernier budget qu'il pouvait faire 
des choix. Pourquoi ne peut-il en 
faire lorsqu'Il s'agit de politique 
étrangère? 

Enfin, le.document confond sou-
vent objectifs de pollUque étran-
gère et objecUls de politique inté-
rieure. Les deux niveaux sont évi-
demment liés. Mats, par exemple, 

proposer comme orientation d'en-
semble la compétitivité des inves-
tissements accrus en 11-0 et dans 
l'enseignement ne relève pas 
d'abord d'une décision de politique 
internationale. L'une des préoccu-
pations à l'origine de l'amélioration 
du système d'éducation peut étre 
externe, mais ce ne saurait être la 
seule pourdéfinir une politique 
dans ce domaine. La création d'une 
compétitivité canadienne repose 
aussi sur un ensemble de choix de 
politique intérieure. De même, la 
négociation d'un accord de libre-
échange avec les Etats-unis sou-
lève toute une série de problèmes 
qui sont d'abord de caractère in-
terne concernant le type de pays 
que les Canadiens veulent dévelop-
per, c'est-à-dire des choix de so-
ciété. Sur toutes ces questions, le 
débat devra s'organiser entre Ca-
nadiens en fonction d'abord d'un 
modèle interne, méme si les défis 
internationaux sont l'élément dé-
clencheur de cette réflexion. 

Dans l'ensemble, le llvre vert est 
donc assez décevant du point de 
vue de son contenu. Mais peut-II 
être utile comme instrument d'une 
consultation? C'est ce que nous 
verrons la semaine prochaine. 

POLITIQUE 
INTERNATIONALE  
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LE LIVRE VERT SUR LA POLITIQUE ÉTRANGÈRE 

Un énoncé élémentaire fait pour 
susciter l'intérêt des citoyens 
in OTTAWA — Le livre vert 
" mir la politique internationa-
le canadienne a été conçu comme 
un énoncé élémentaire, de façon 
à susciter l'intérêt des gens qui 
ne se sent jamais penchés sur le 
sujet, a déclaré le ministre des 
Affaires extérieures Joe Clark. 

Le livre vert présente une série 
de questions sur l'avenir de la po-
litique extérieure du Canada et 
invite la population à un débat ou-
vert sur ce thème. 

Le ministre Clark a précisé que 
cette approche lui a été inspirée 
par la réponse remarquable du 
public surie problème de la fami-
ne en Afrique et par la prise de 
conscience générale de la néces-
sité d'adopter des mesures à long 
terme, puisque « nous savons que 
de telles choses vont encore se 
produire..  

• C'est le début d'un accroisse-
ment de l'intérêt de la population 
face aux questions de politiques  

étrangères, et je veux aller enco-
re plus loin avec le livre vert., a 
affirmé M. Clark. 

Le ministre répondait à certai-
nes critiques qualifiant le livre 
vert de simpliste parce que l'on y 
trouve des phrases telles que 
• L'Afrique est un continent vaste 
et diversifié • ou • Les conflits do-
minent la politique au Proche-
Orient..  

— Presse Canadienne 



GLOBE AND MAIL 

Liberals hit the road 

Views sought on foreign policy 
committee after he has presented 
his recommendations to the Gov-
ernment, but that it would be inap-
propriate for him to appear before 
the Liberal committee. 

The Americans originally hoped 
their allies would respond to the 
Star Wars invitation by yesterday 
but Canada has already indicated it 
won't be in a position to answer for 
three or four months. 

The Liberals have never actually 
said they would turn dovm the U.S. 
Invitation  were they still the Gov-
ernment. But they have instead 
expressed general reservation that 
participation in the research phase 
would increase the chance that 
Canada would be hivolved  in  any 
future developnient of U.S. space 
defence programs. 

The Liberal committee will also 
be studying the nuclear freeze is-
sue. The party rejected the idea in 
last summer's election campaign, 
but shifted its policy late last year 
by joining the New Democrats in 
calling for an immediate, mutual 
and verifiable freeze on nuclear 
weapons by both the United States 
and Soviet Union. 

The committee will also hold 
hearings in Toronto, Montreal, 
Ottawa and Halifax before report-
ing its findings to Liberal Leader 
John Turner. There Is no fixed 
deadline. 

OTTAWA (CP) — While the three parties locked horns over 
three political parties hum and haw negotiations about whether the 
about whether and how to set up a paper could be referred to a special 
special parliamentary committee committee of senators and MPs for 
to examine Canada's foreign poll- study. 
cy. the Liberals head on to the road 	Both opposition parties are three- 
this week to hold their own hear- tening to boycott the committee 
hags across the country , 	 unless it is allowed to study and 

The Liberals, who are re-examin- make recommendations on Cana-
Ing their positions on a wide range da's participation in research into 
of defence and foreign policy is- the Strategic Defence Initiative, 
sues, will be seeking public views popularly known as Star Wars, and 
on specific topics such as the U.S. on a new trading arrangement with 
Strategic Defence Initiative, amis the United States before the Gov-
control and disarmanient, Cana- errunent decides what it will do. 
da's role in in international peace- Decisions on both topics are 
keeping forces and plans to update expected early this fall, months 
North America's northern defence before the committee's originally 
tystem targeted reporting date of May 31, 

"Primarily we are going through 1986. 
Some new thinking about our own 	In meetings in Vancouver and 
positions," Liberal MP Lloyd Winnipeg this week, the Liberal 
Axworthy, one of the task force task force will be hearing frorn a 
members, says. "We think it's an variety of academics, politicians 
opportunity to talk to a lot of Cana- and peace groups, including Opera-
dians, get their views on what" the tion Dismantle, the country's main 
Liberal party should be arguing umbrella organization of peace 

groups. 
• Other permanent committee 	But it's already been told it won't 
members include chairman Jean be hearing from Arthur fCroeger, 
Chrétien — the party's external the senior public servant assigned 
af fairs critic — defence critic Leo- by the Government to look into the 
nard Hopkins and André Lizotte, a implications of the U.S. invitation 
party vice-president, to participate in the research phase 

The Liberal committee was an. of the Strategic Defence Initiative. 
nounced the week before the Goy.  External Affairs Minister Joe 
emment released its discussion Clark has said Mr. ICroeger is wel-
Paper on foreign policy and the come to appear before a Commons 



GLOBE AND MAIL tir;Y dT 

Green paper designed 
to spur interest, Clark says 

OTTAWA (CP) — The 
federal Government's green 
paper on foreign policy was 
designed to be elementary so 
that Canadians who never 
had an interest in the area 
>fore would get involved in 
the discussions, External 
Affairs Minister Joe Clark 
says. 

- "It was designed to be 
elementary, quite precisely 
that," Mr. Clark said of the 
recently released paper 
which lays out a number of 
questions on the future of 
Canadian foreign policy and 
invites public debate on the 
subject. 

"One of the things we're 
trying to tro with this process 
is bring ir o the discussion of  

foreign policy people who 
have  not  considered that 
their interest before," Mr. 
Clark said in an radio inter-
view. 

He said part of the inspira-
tion for such an approach 
was the remarkable response 
by Canadians to the famine 
In Africa followed by a recog-
nition that long-term mea-
sures are reqiiired because 
"lye know these things are 
going to happen again.." 

Some observers had criti-
cized the document for mak-
ing such simplistic state-
ments as "Africa is a vast 
and diverse continent" and 
"Conflict dominates the poli-
tics of the Middle E .st." 

• - 



Les libéraux vont consulter les Canadiens 
avant de réviser leur politique extérieure 
ni OTTAWA — Alors que les 
"11  trois partis fédéraux ne se 
sont pas encore entendus sur la 
formation d'un comité parlemen-
taire du Sénat et des Communes 
qui aurait pour but d'examiner la 
politique extérieure du Canada, 
les libéraux entreprendront tette 
semaine leurs propres audiences 
à travers le Canada. 

Le Parti libéral — qui est en 
train de réviser ses positions en 
matière de défense et de politique 
extérieure — Ira consulter la po-
pulation sur plusieurs sujets, 
dont la Guerre des étoiles, le con- 

trôle des armements et le désar-
mentent, le rôle du Canada dans 
le maintien de la paix Internatio-
nale et le projet de mise à Jour du 
système de défense NORA». 

• Nous sommes en pleine révi-
sion de nos propres positions., 
explique le député libéral Lloyd 
Axworthy, membre du comité 
d'Intervention qui a été mis sur 
pied une settutine avant le dépot 
du livre vert des conservateurs 
sur la politique extérieure. 

• Ce sera une occasion de discu-
ter avec beaucoup de Canadiens  

et d obtenir leur opinion sur ce 
que le Parti libéral devrait défen-
dre ajoute-1-11. 

Le comité sera présidé par 
Jean Chrétien et incluera entre 
autres le critique en matière de 
défense Len Hopkins et le vice-
président du PLC André Lizette. 

Lors de rencontres à Vancou-
ver prévues pour cette semaine, 
les membres du comité rencon-
treront plusieurs politiciens, uni-
versitaires et groupes pacifistes, 
dont Operation Dismantle, une 
organisation parapluie de grou-
pes pour la paix. 

D'autres rencontres sont pré-
vues à Montréal, Toronto, Ottawa 
et Natif«. 

Le comité libéral étudiera éga-
lement la question du gel de la 
production des armements nuclé-
aires. Le putt avait rejeté cette 
Idée Tan dernier lors de la cam-
pagne électorale, mals s'était ra-
visé plus tard cette année en ap-
puyant le NPD, qui propose le gel 
immédiat, réciproque et vérifia-
ble des armements nucléaires ap-
partenant aux ttats-Unis et à 
l'URSS. 

— Presse Canadienne 
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Liberals hit the foreign policy review trail 
The Canecban Press 

While the three political parties 
hum and haw about whether and how 
to set up a special parliamentary 
committee to examine Canada's for-
eign policy, the Liberals hit the road 
this vreek to hold their own hearings 
across the country. 

The Liberals, who are re-examining 
their positions on a wide range of de-
fence and foreign policy issues, will 
be seeking public views on specific 
topics such as Star Wars, arms con-
trol and disarmament, Canada's role 
In in international peacekeeping 
forces and plans to update North 
America's northern defence system. 

"Primarily we are going through 
some new thinking about our own po-
sitions," says Liberal MP Lloyd Ax-
worthy, one of the task force mem-
bers. 

"We think it's an opportunity to 
talk to a lot of Canadians, get their 
views on what the Liberal party 
should be arguing for." 

Other permanent committee mem-
bers include chairman Jean Chretien 
— the party's extental affairs critic 
— defence critic Len Hopkins and 
Andre Lizotte, a party vice-president 

The Liberal committee was an-
nounced the week before the govern-
ment released its discussion paper on 
foreign policy and the three parties 
locked horm over negotiations about 
whether the paper could be referred 
to a special conunittee of senators 
and MPs for study. 

The opposition parties are threaten-
ing to boycott the committee tmless 
it's allowed to study and make recom-
mendations on Canada's participation  

in Star Wars research and on a new 
trading arrangement with the United 
States before the government decides 
what it will do. 

Decisions on both topics are expec-
ted early this fall, nsonths before the 
committee's originally targeted re-
porting date of May 31, 1986. 

In its meetings in Vancouver and 
Winnipeg this vreek, the Liberal task 
force will be heating from a variety 
of academics, politicians and peace 
groups, Including Operation Disman-
tle, the country's main umbrella or-
ganization of peace groups. 

But it's already been told tt won't 
be hearing from Arthur Kroner, the 
senior public servant assigned by the 
government to look into the implica-
tions of the American invitation to 
participate in the research phase of 
the strategic defence initiative, popu-
lady known as Star Wars. 

External Affairs Minister Joe Clark 
has said Krueger is welcome to ap-
pear before a Commons cornmittee 
after he's presented his recommenda-
tions to the government but that it 
would be inappropriate for him to ap-
pear before the Liberal committee 

The Americans originally hoped 
their allies would respond to the Star 
Wars invitation by Sunday but Canada 
bas  already indicated it won't be in a 
position to answer for three or four 
nronths. 

The Liberals have never actually 
said they would turn down the Ameri-
can invitation If they were still in 
power. But they have instead ex-
pressed general reservation that par-
ticipation in the research phase would 
increase the chance Canada would be 
involved in any future development of 

Lloyd Axwordly 

American space defence programs. .: 
The Liberal committee will also be . 

studying the nuclear freeze issue. The 
party rejected the idea in last sum- . 
mers  election campaign, but shifted . 
its policy late last year by joining the- , 
New Democrats in calling for an im-
mediate, mutual and verifiable freeze 
on nuclear weapons by both the Unit-
ed States and Soviet Union. 

The committee will also hold hear-
ings in Toronto, Montreal, Ottawa  and,  
Halifax before reporting its findings 
to Liberal Leader John Turner. There 
is no fixed deadline. 



Tories' paper 
lacks 
imagination 
and challenge 

Dy  CAROL GOAR 
Toronto Star 

Rout« • 

Clark has almost admitted his foreign-policy paper is not a scintillating document. 

riel 

lark's foreign-poiley perspecillve color 11 grey 

O
TTAWA — The Canada 
that emerges from the for-
eign-policy discussion 

paper Issued by External Affairs 
Minister Joe Clark this week is a 
sombre, cautioua kind of place. It 
looks outward and sees threats and 
obligations. It loch inward and sees 
difficult choices. It is  a nation with-
out vision. 

"We can no longer take our pros-
perity for granted," the paper 
warns. "We can no longer take our 
security for granted either. 

"Alter thé optimism of detente, 
tensions have increased between 
East and West, contacts decreased 
and the anns race accelerated" 

All thia b undoubtedly true, but is 
hardly an inspiring way to launch 
the country's first full-fledged pub-
lic debate on foreign policy. 

The I3-page discussion paper du-
tifully sets out most of the right 
questions: What must Canada do to 
remain Internationally competitive? 
What kind of relationship with the 
United  States do Canadiana want? 
Can the country% foreign-aid dollars 
be better usedt What is the best way 
to defend a huge but sparsely pop* 
bled country? How can Canada help 
revitalize the United Nations? And 
which of these priorities matter 
most? 

But nowhere in the grey, carefully 
worded document is  there any sense  

• of excitement about the role Canada 
could play abroad. Nowhere does 
the Mulroney government display 
any inclination to redefine boldly 
the role of a "middle power" In a 
tense, troubled world. 

Canada once prided itself on being 
a peacekeeper, a bridge between 
rich and poor, a small but thoughtful . 
player in world affairs. In the 1950s 
and 1960s, "the Pearsonian tradi-
tion" was u much a description of 
Canada's state of mind u it was a  

tribute to lester Purim, Canada's 
lab prime minister and best known 
diplomat. Now that heritage seems 
to be slipping away. , 

Clark% document espouses no 
ambitious international goals. It 
calls instead for "the careful setUng 
of policy priorities" in an atmop-
there of restraint and realism. 

To be fair, Clark himself displays 
far more enthusiasm for new ideas 
than does his innocuous discussion 
paper. He is genuinely excited about  

the proipect of iending a committee 
of senators  and fdPs across the 
country to collect the views of ordi-
nary Canadians. 

And be does Intend to listen to 
them. "We don't wapt to establish 
our priorities blindly," be says. "We 
expect to receive advice that will 
eU30 US to change policy — that is 
the purpose of the process." 

. At one point, in fact, be almost ad- 
mitted that the watered-down dis- 

cession paper be was tabling — 
which bad undergone months of bu-
reaucraUc revbions and cabinet tus-
sles — was not  bis  Idea of a :clunk 
biting document. 

"There are a couple of graphic 
phrases in the text," a reporter 
noted. "I don't know bow that luqa-
pened," a grinning Clark replied. 

In spite of its timid language, 
however, the document does provide 
a number of duo to the Mulroney 
government's view of itself on the 
world stages ' 

Economic self-Interest 

• Canada% membership In the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
is non-negotiable. There ts  no  pros-
pect of becoming a neutral latrine-
diary between East and West. 

• Canada's special relationship 
with the United States ts, 
not tly for debate. The govenunent's 
main concern is how best to "man-
age" the divergent interests of the 
two countries. 

• In line with their pro-American 
stance, the Conservatives are much 
more outspokenly criUcal of the So-
viet Union than were their Liberal 
predeceuors. "We recognize that 
Soviet behavior has been inimical to 
our interests," the paper says blunt-
ly. 

• A powerful strain of economic 
self-Interest runs through the dis-
cussion paper. The government Is 
convinced that Canada's influence in 
International affairs binges, to a 
large degree, on its ability to com-
pete u a trading nation. But this is 
not new. In its 1970 foreign-poUcy 
feview, the government of Pierre 
Trudeau singled out "economic 
prosperity" u one of ILI chief for-
eign-policy objectives. 

• And finally, it looks as If foreign 
aid may, once agairr, fall victim to 
the federal cost-cutting. The section 
of the discussion paper dealing with 
aid is riddled with phrases such as  

"Canadian funds for use abroad are 
limited" And: "Decisions will not be 
euy." 

Along with these policy signals, 
the discussion paper provides an 
equally telling set of indicators: the 
missing priorities. 

The section on Latin America 
does not even mention Nicaragua. 

Virtually nothing is said about 
Canadas dUferences with the Unit-
ed States over the importance of 
global institutions such u the Unit" 

_ed Nations and the International 
Monetary Fund. The United States 
bas begun pulling away from the 
United Nations EducaUonal, Scien. 
title and Cultural Organization (UN-
ESCO) and reducing its commitment 
ta  Third World debt-relief pro-
grams. Will Canada be dragged 
along? 

Canada's cultural Independence, a 
niainstay of Liberal foreign policy 
for years, b given only pawns men-
tion in Clark% discussion paper. This 
leaves many Canadians wondering 
whether their government's new 
openness to the United States will be 
accompanied by a barrage of 
ÂMeliCall literature, teievbion and 

'• 
L.acks imagination 	• 

• 
But what the discussion paper 

really lacks Is Imagination and a 
willingnm to challenge Canadians. 

And that is a  grevions  oversight. 
This b a nation that contributed $60 
million in cash and relief supplies to 
Ethiopian famine victims when 1.$ 
million of its own citizens were out 
of work. This is a people who — 
even when they were ready to vote 
Pierre Trudeau out of office — sUll 
applauded his peace initiative. 

Clark bas given Canadians a year 
to come up with a better approach 
to foreign policy than the take-no-; 
chances doctrine that bis bureau-
crats have offered up. It should be 
euy. 
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LA PRESSE 

PARTICIPATION À LA GUERRE DES ÉTOILES 

Ottawa n'a pas l'intention de 
prendre une décision précipitée 
In OTTAWA — Le Secrétaire 

d'État aux Affaires exté- 
rieures, Joe Clark, n'a pas l'in-
:tendon de limiter l'action du gou-
!vernement en acceptant une date 
aimite pour rendre sa décision sur 
pa participation canadienne à 
l'initiative de défense stratégique 

IDS) des États-Unis. 
Après avoir enjoint les partis 

;de l'Opposition aux Communes, 
'hier, de ne pas mettre en péril 
:l'existence et les travaux du co-
>lité spécial du Sénat et des Coin-
*mufles de consultation sur les  re-
a tions extérieures et avoir 

:concédé qu'il serait prêt à accep-
ter de discuter d'abord de la 

.■Guerre des étoiles ou de tout au-
:tre sujet que voudra bien lui sou-
!mettre le Comité, le ministre a 
'répété que le gouvernement de-
:vait être en mesure de gouver-
:tien 
• • Il est impossible, a-t-il dit, de 
;donner une date précise. Ce que 
:j'ai accepté, c'est la période de 
;temps que le gouvernement en-
'tend utiliser avant de prendre 
:une décision, dans l'intérêt du 
:Canada et selon un horaire cana-
idien, sur l'invitation américaine 
'.,de participer à la recherche de la 
.Guerre des étoiles.. 
• M. Clark a aussi rappelé qu'Il 

avait refusé la date limite impo-
sée par les Américains — soit 
d'ici la fin du mois de juin — et 
qu'il serait peu recommandable 
de donner un accord à d'autres li-
mitations artificielles dans un 
processus qui devra définitive-
ment conduire à une décision. 

En refusant de se plier à la de-
mande américaine de faire con-
naitre l'Intention du gouverne-
ment canadien d'ici le mois de 
juin, le hdnistre Clark a établi 
qu'il lui faudra entre trois ou 
quatre mois avant de rendre une 
décision. 

Ce qu'il a demandé aux partis 
d'opposition, hier, c'est d'utiliser 
cette période pour procéder aux 
consultations avec la population 
canadienne. 

• Le gouvernement, a-t-il dit, 
n'a pas l'intention de s'opposer et 
il encouragera même des discus-
sions stu•PIDS ou tous les autres 
sujets qui demandent des déci-
sions rapides. • 

Pour M. Clark, il appartient 
donc au comité de définir son 
ordre du jour et à l'Opposition de 
cesser de retarder par leur obs-
truction le début des consulta- 
tions. 	• - —Presse Canadienne 

Le Secrétaire d'État aux af-
faires extérieures, Joe 
Chi*. 



Le secrétaire d'État aux Affaires extérieure, Joe Clark. 
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LA PRESSE 

LE DÉBAT SUR LA POLIiIQUE ÉTRANGÈRE 

Joe Clark va gagner son pari 
fig En dépit des attaques de 
e• l'opposition aux Commu-
>tes et des critiques de la presse 
-nationale, le secrétaire d'État 
:aux Affaires extérieures, Joe 
:Clark, est en train de gagner 
:son pari là où cela compte pour 

: auprès des spécialistes de 
Da politique internationale. 
: Le Livre vert du Secrétaire 
jd'Etat a été mal reçu à Ottawa 
'niais cela tient, comme souvent 
:clans le cas de M. Clark, à une 
:stratégie désastreuse de corn-
-municatIons, beaucoup plus 
qu'a la substance même du do-
:ruinent. Les milieux intéressés 
;à la diplomatie canadienne don-
nent par contre des apprécia-
tions qui vont du • pas pire • au 
• substantiel Quatre éléments 
'méritent d'être soulignés. 
: N Au-delà de toute partisane-
lie, les Organisations intéres-
sées à la politique étrangère ca-
nadienne sont enthousiastes à 
l'idée d'un vrai débat sur les af-
faires internationales au Cana-
da, et ne pardonnent d'ailleurs 
pas aux deux partis d'opposition 
leur intention de torpiller un tel 
débat. 
• Z Il semble que le Livre vert 
engage beaucoup plus le gou-
vernement qu'on ne l'a cru au 
premier:abord. Les trois pre-
miers chapitres de l'analyse po-
litique, approuvés par le Comité 
des priorités du cabinet. repré-
sentent • une véritable déclara. 
lion d'intention du gouverne-
ment, • selon des sources 
officielles. M. Clark a par ail-
leurs l'appui total du premier 
ministre. Un membre du cabi-
net a znéme confié à LA PRES-
SE qué M. Mulroney a rendu 
hommage à Joe Clark devant 
tous ses collègues. 

• Selon des spécialistes com-
me Bernard Wood, de l'Institut 
Nord-Sud, le Livre vert de Joe 
Clark est • intellectuellement 
plus étoffé • que le Livre blanc 
de Pierre Trudeau en 1970, en 
particulier sur les questions 
économiques. 

• Quant au chapitre sur les 
questions de sécurité nationale, 
on admet dans l'entourage de 
M. Clark que le ton est peut-être 
plus dur que celui de l'ancien 

gouvernement, mais la politi-
que de non neutralité est finale-
ment la méme. On rappelle' 
d'ailleurs que le peuple cana-
dien est traditionnellement anti-
soviétique et que • c'est Tru-
deau qui était l'exception, • pas 
Joe Clark. • 

Il reste malgré tout que le 
processus de consultation a été 
très mal engagé par M. Clark et 
ses conseillers. Le lendemain du 
dépôt de son rapport aux Com-
munes, par exemple, le secré-
taire d'Etat laissait le vice-pre-
mier ministre et ministre de la 
Défense, Eric Nielsen, parler en 
son nom aux Communes et se 
trouvait à Montréal . pour ren-
contrer des éditorialistes. 
C'était en quelque sorte confier 
le poulailler au renard. 

Alors que les libéraux ont ten-
té de ridiculiser Joe Clark, ce-
lui-ci n'a pas voulu révéler lui-
même que c'est à sa demande 
expresse qu'on a créé un comité 
mixte, incluant des sénateurs, 
pour permettre au parti libéral 
d'avoir une représentation plus 
Importante au sein de ce comi-
té. 

On reconnait maintenant que 

c'était une erreur de ne pas pu-
blier ce Livre vert plus tôt: on a 
ainsi mélangé le débat sur des 
décisions de court terme com-
me la participation du Canada à 
la • guerre des étoiles • et celles 
sur des questions plus fonda-
mentales de sécurité nationales 
poséees dans le Livre vert. 

La crébilité de Joe Clark a en 
:outre souffert, en raison des 
réalités concrètes de la diplo-
matie moderne. Par exemple, 
on se demande à Ottawa qui, de 
Joe Clark ou de Brian Mulro-
ney, assure le leadership de la 
diplomatie canadienne. Des di-
plomates de haut rang recon-
naissent, avec quelque amertu-
me, que le bureau du premier 
ministre • en mène large •. 
Mais d'autres ajoutent que le 
style moderne des relations 
Internationales, avec ses nom-
breux Sommets, fait qu'on atta-
che plus d'importance aux opi-
nions des chefs de 

, gouvernement qu'à celle des 
chefs de la diplomatie, contrai-
rement à ce qui prévalait au 
temps de Lester Pearson. On 
rappelle par exemple qu'au 
Sommet de Bonn, on s'intéres-
sait à la position de l'Elysée et 
non à celle du Quai d'Orsay. De 
même. à Washington, c'est la 
position de la Maison-Blanche 
qui préoccupe, plus que celle du 
département crEtat. 

Certaines questions tradition-
nellement importantes dans la 
diplomatie canadienne, comme 
l'Aide au développement et le 

dialogue Nord-Sud, sont éparpil-
lées, pour ne pas dire escamo 
tées. • C'est délibéré, préten-
dent aujourd'hui les auteurs du 
rapport. Le débat auquel nous 
sommes intéressés, disent-ils, 
doit porter sur les deux grands 
axes derapport : la compétiti-
vité des exportateurs canadiens 
et la sécurité du territoire.. 

De même, on n'aborde même 
pas le rôle des provinces dans le 
Livre vert. Les conseillers de 
M. Clark confessent qu'ils n'y 
ont même pas pensé. • Avec M. 
Trudeau, disent-ils, ne pas par-
ler des provinces eût constitué 
un message'en soi, mais avec le 
gouvernement Mulroney. la  
cfmiération va tellement de soi 
qu'Il n'est même pas la peine 
d'en parler.. 

Il semble donc que la mauvai-
se réception réservée au Livre 
vert repose d'abord sur une 
série de malentendus. Il demeu-
re que le Parlement est une arè-
ne politique où les erreurs de 
stratégie ne sont pas permises. 
L'Opposition a donc semblé 
marquer des points à la fin de 
cette semaine. Quand Jue Clark 
est enfin revenu aux: Commu-
nes, jeudi, il a Immédiatement 
rétabli la situation en démon-
trant sa bonne foi. - 

SI les néo-démocrates sa-
vaient quel genre de bataille ils 
voulaient mener, il est clair que 
les libéraux ont attaqué le gou-
vernement sur la procédure 
parce qu'ils ne savaient tout 
simplement pas quoi répondre 
sur la substance. 

Les paris sont ouverts à Otta-
wa pour savoir si Joe Clark 
réussira à retourner la situation 
en sa faveur et à intéresser les 
Canadiens à la politique étran-
gère. Les experts semblent pen-
ser qu'il va réussir, mais à la 
condition que Brian Mulroney 
joue lui-même le Jeu. 

Comme le dit le directeur dé 
l'Institut Nord Sud : «S'il nous 
reste un monde après la guerre 
des étoiles, et s'il nous reste un 
pays après la signature d'un 
Traité canula-américain, oui, 
cela aura valu la peine de faire 
un débat sur la politique étran-
gère canadienne •! 



La participation canadienne à l'IDS 

Clark refuse de se fixer un échéancier 
OTTAWA (PC) — Le Secrétaire 

d'État aux Affaires extérieuresM. 
Joe Clark, n'a pas l'intention de ge-
ner l'action du gouvernement en ac-
ceptant une date limite pour rendre 
sa décision sur la participation ca-
nadienne à l'initiative de défense 
stratégique (IDS) des États-Unis. 

Après avoir enjoint les parfis d'op-
position aux Communes, hier, de ne 
pas mettre en péril l'existence et les 
travaux du comité spécial du Sénat 
et des Communes de consultation 
sur les relations extérieures et avoir 
concédé qu'il serait prêt à accepter 
de discuter d'abord dé la guerre des 
étoiles ou de tout autre agenda que 
voudra bien lui soumettre le comité, 
le ministre a répété que le gouver-
nement devait être en mesure de 
gouverner. 

(CP Lase(Phel) 
M. Joe Clark, secrétaire d'État aux 
affaires extérieures 

«Il est impossible, a-t-il dit, de don-
ner une date précise. Ce que j'ai ac-
cepté, c'est la période de temps que 
le gouvernement entend utiliser 
avant de prendre une décision, dans 
l'intérêt du Canada et selon un ho-
raire canadien, sur l'invitation amé-
ricaine de participer à la recherche 
de la guerre des étoiles.» 

M. Clark a aussi rappelé qu'il avait 
refusé la date limite imposée par les 
Américains - soit d'ici à la fin du 
mois de juin - et qu'il serait peu re-
commandable de donner un accord à 
d'autres limitations artificielles dans 
un processus qui devra conduire à 
une décision. 

En refusant de se plier à la de-
mande américaine de faire conne 
tre l'intention du gouvernement ca- 

nadien d'ici le mois de juin, le minis-
tre Clark a établi qu'il lui faudrait en-
tre trois ou quatre mois avant de 
rendre une décision. • 

Ce qu'il a demandé aux partis 
d'opposition, hier, c'est d'utiliser 
cette période pour procéder aux con-
sultations avec la population cana-
dienne. 

»Le gouvernement, a-t-il dit, n'a 
pas l'intention de s'opposer et 11 en-
courageralt même des discussions 
sur l'Initiative de défense straté-
gique ou tous les autres sujets qui de-
mandent des décisions rapides.» 

Pour M. Clark, 11 appartient donc 
eu comité de définir son ordre du 
jour et à l'opposition de cesser de re-
tarder par leur obstruction le début 
des consultations. 

rn 
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)ES IDEM, DES ÉVENEMENTS 

Il faut aller de Pavant et participer à la consultation 

y r LIVRE VERT du ministre 
oe Clark sur les relations ex 
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- 

	 térieures du Canada, nous 
l'avons vu la semaine dernière, est 
décevant du point de vue de son 
contenu. Mais même comme ins-
trument de consultation, ce docu-
ment se devait d'être plus complet. 
Il y a des enjeux importants de la 
diplomatie canadienne qui n'y ap-
paraissent pas et à propos desquels 
la consultation projetée aurait été 
l'occasion d'un véritable exercice 
pédagogique. De plus, si l'on exclut 
quelques incantations moralisatri-
ces et sirupeuses, tirées du livre 
d'heures de John Diefenbaker, le 
document de M. Clark est essentiel-
lement défaitiste. Il ne devrait pas 
l'être, car définir des objectifs de 
politique étrangère, à l'heure ac-
tuelle — et cela est vrai pour le 
Québec c'est en même temps 

définir le profil d'une société. Ce li-
vre vert est pauvre en spécificités 
canadiennes sur la scène interna-
tionale. Enfin, ce document est 
sans courage réeL Sous prétexte de 
laisser les Canadiens s'exprimer li-
brement, il se refuse à proposer des 
choix motivés. Il pose des ques-
tions, comme s'il s'agissait d'amé-
nager un vaste séminaire d'univer-
sité. Mais on ne fait pas une bonne 
politique étrangère dans le bla-bla-
bla. Il aurait fallu que le gouver-
nement dise aux Canadiens : 
• Voici ce que je ferai et pourquoi. 
Avez-vous d'autres propositions ? • 
A partir de là, un vrai débat aurait 
pu s'engager. En vérité, en cher-
chant à rejoindre un public très 
vaste, supposément peu accoutumé 
à discuter de politique Internatio-
nale, le livre vert prend les Cana-
diens pour des ignorants. Il dilue 

l'Information et les choix à un point 
qui rend la consultation elle-même 
très difficile, sinon superflue. C'est 
là un document bâclé, que le gou-
vernement lui-même ne semble 
pas avoir pris très au sérieux. 

Il faut donc considérer ce do-
cument comme une pièce, parmi 
d'autres possibles, pour amorcer le 
processus de consultation. Car c'est 
ce processus lui-même qui est dé-
sormais important. SI l'on s'entend 
bien sur ce que doit ètre une con-
sultation en politique étrangère, cet 
exercice peut être d'un intérêt réel 
pour l'avenir de la diplomatie ca-
nadienne. Sur ce point, le gouver-
nement a raison. Après plus de 40 
ans d'une politique étrangère assez 
stable dans ses postulats et ses 
orientations, le moment est venu de 
permettre aux Canadiens de se re-
garder eux-mêmes dans cette pro-
jection vers l'extérieur. Cela, ils 
n'ont jamais eu l'occasion vraiment 
de le faire. SI un consensus pouvait 
se dégager autour de quelques pro-
positions dominantes, le gouver-
nement disposerait ainsi du prin-
cipal outil qui lui permettrait d'agir 
avec efficacité sur la scène inter-
nationale. Cetteconsultation doit  

donc être considérée comme un 
Instrument de la diplomatie cana-
dienne elle-même, et non une entre-
prise parallèle. Pour cette raiSon, 
les Canadiens ont un intérêt réel à 
s'y engager. liserait irresponsable 
de la part des partis d'opposition de 
ne pas y participer avec vigueur. 

Mais, en même temps, il faut re-
connaltre ce que cette consultation 
ne peut pas donner. Et tout d'abord, 
elle ne peut pas se substituer au 
processus normal de la diplomatie, 
qui suppose souvent des décisions 
rapides sur des questions difficiles. 
Là-dessus, le gouvernement a rai-
son de mettre en garde l'opinion et 
les partis d'opposition. Pour cette 
raison, la consultation ne pourra 
porter sur des sujets trop précis. 
La commission parlementaire de-
vra donc décider du niveau des pro-
blêmes à aborder. Par ailleurs, 
cette consultation ne devrait pas 
remettre en cause les grandes op-
tions de la diplomatie canadienne, 
celles qui ont été façonnées au 
cours des ans après 1945, et sur les-
quelles il y a consensus sérieux : ce 
serait l'occasion d'un bavardage 
inutile. De plus, cette consultation 
ne devra pas être perçue comme  

un sondage : en doit accepter 
d'avance que seuls quelques élé-
ments de la société canadienne 
pourront vraiment s'y intéresser 
d'une manière active et réfléchie. 
Enfin, le gouvernement doit garder 
toute sa liberté devant les proposi-
tions qui en émaneront, car les 
choix de politique étrangère sont 
souvent davantage déterminés par 
des facteurs externes et des déci-
sions des autres Etats que par le 
gouvernement lui-même ,  fi serait 
dangereux de créer des attentes 
qui ne pourraient pas être satisfai-
tes. 

Si, donc, on se garde de trop d'il-
lusions et si l'on en circonscrit les 
limites, le processus de consulta-
tion peut être l'occasion d'une prise 
de conscience importante au sein 
de l'opinion publique canadienne. 
Car le livre vert du ministre Joe 
Clark a tout de même le mérite 
d'introduire dans le débat public 
deux dimensions qui en étaient au-
trefois à peu près totalement ab-
sentes : 1) le Canada ne peut pas 
tout faire sur la scène Internatio-
nale; des choix précis s'imposent 
quant aux niveaux, aux modes et 
aux lieux de nos interventions; 2) la  

politique internationale coûte de 
plus en plus cher, exige de plus en re  

ns doivent accepter d'investir à 
plus de ressources, et les Cana- 
die 

	rn 
ce niveau dans une perspective à 
long terme. Les deux dimensions 
sont liées, mais distinctes. C'est à 
partir de cette problématique fon- 
damentale que la commission par- M 
lementaire devrait engager le pro-
cessus de consultation :  1 savoir < 
que parce qu'il faut payer, on ne 
peut pas tout faire. Par conséquent, 0 
où sont les vrais intérêts du Ca- 
nada, où celui-ci peut-11 être le plus 
utile? 

Si un consensus se dégage sur 
ces questions, il s'agira d'une véri-
table révolution, car la tradition ca-
nadienne a voulu jusqu'ici qu'Il 
faille étre beau et bon à tous et à 
tout. Reconnaltre avec lucidité les 
limites de l'action internationale du 
Canada constituerait donc un Jorn-
grès majeur. M819, en même  
temps, la diplomatie canadienne 
pourrait se donner des objectifs 
précis de rendement et d'efficacité. 
L'ego national en souffrira peut-
être, mais la politique étrangère a 
d'abord pour fonction de régler des 
problèmes, et non de créer des 
états d'âme. 
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Pact said near 
on review of 
foreign policy 

OTTAWA (CP) — The three 
federal political parties have 
reached a basis for an agree-
ment to establish a special par-
liamentary committee to study 
foreign policy, beginning with 
the controversial issues of Star 
Wars research and free trade 
with the United States, a source 
said yesterday. 

The main stumbling block is 
when the committee should 
make its Interim report and 
recommendations, the source 
said. 

He cautioned the deai could 
fall apart unies it is approved by 
Extental Affairs Minister Joe 
Clark. 

Home destroyed 
HALIFAX (CT') — A small 

crowd of reporters. photogra-
phers and heritage-lovers 
watched' yesterday as Hart 
House, a Victorian home over-
looking the citv's Public Gar-
dens, was dcst-royed to make 
room for a high-rise. 

Work crews moved in shortly 
after davm to demolish the 
house, which for months was 
the centre of a bitter dispute 
between a developer and a 
group hoping to save it. 

Fish meeting set 
OTTAWA (CP) — Fisheries 

Minister John Fraser says he 
will meet hls officials from 
Newfotmdland and the Mari-
times today to discuss the con-
tinuing controversy over re-
ports from Canadian observers 
on foreign fishing vessels. 

Fraser told the House of 
Commons that allegations of ir-
regularities in the way observ-
ers report their findings are se-
rious, but he wouldn't say 
whether the Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police will be asked 
to investigate. 

Philip starts visit 
OTTAWA (CP) — Prince 

Philip begins a five-day trip to 
Canada today to pment a num-
ber of Duke of Edinburgh Gold 
Awards and make some private 
visits in Ottawa and Toronto. 
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OTTAWA — One of these days, the 
greyish 43-page tome grandly titled 
Competitiveness and Security: Directions 
for Canada's International Relations will 
limp into a special committee of MPs and 
Senators, maimed and stripped of much 
of its substance even before it reaches the 
starting gate. . 

, 	In a cruel but unintended Irony, the 
inauspicious status of the policy paper on 
Canadian foreign policy Is a mirror Im-
age of the Inauspicious and maimed sta-
tus of its  sponsor, the Secretary of State 

. for External Affairs, Joe Clark. . 

• 

Although It was mightally intended tis 
bold vehicle to raise the profile of Cana-
dian foreign policy and to develop a 
lic constituency for major change, tile 
paper has been rinsed of sparkle or imag-
ination and left with the bare bones  of 

 'compromise, back-pedalling, contredie 
lions and simplistic assertions. , 
I Similarly, its .patron,  Mt.  Clark, was 
given the Job of heading foreign  affaira 

 because the poet's prestige waa deemed 
fitting for a former prime minister who, 

• 
'intentional  L.  a product of .  Mr,-MUiro-I 
ney'a long 'memory, ix:riding ego and 

. cleverness — or whether , It is haPpen-
stance, the cumulative , result of Mr. 
Clark'S short suit In those tee element, of . 
successful politics: luck and timing. • , • 

• There 'ate riome. Insiders who say Mr. 
• Mulroney  bu  never forgiven Mr. Clark 
• - for beating him for the Conservative  lead-

ership  in 1976 and that  the difficUltiés Mr. 
• Clark has 'endured since September rest* 

frOm more than benign neglect. -  .• 
But one senior bureaucrat who has 

• Worked with lxith Mr. Clark and Mr. 
• 

 
.Mulroney  does not buy the conspiracy 
theory. "It's  more  that Mr. Clark is a 
terribly unlucky man — he rerninds me qf 

that cartoon character who always has 
the cloud over his head." 

The diminution of Mr. Clark by Mr. 
Mulroney can be traced back to before 
the Tories assumed power. Mr. Mulruney 
had assigned Mr. Clark Jo undertake a 
major study of Canada's role In the global 
context, especially with regard to arms 
control and disarmament, while the To-
ries were still in opposition, in part a 
response to the initiatives taken by for-
mer prime minister Pierre Trudeau. But 
Mr. Mulroney killed the report and It was 
never made public. 

Some of Mr. Cleric's senioradvisers are 

•CLARK'S — Page 8 

Clark's • woes: just  C 

•While he lotd the big retincl, iïed •till 

'A IV A LYS I S substantial following withinilie 'éonserva- 
tive Party  and , credibility  or a policy 
man. 	, 	r•-• 	• ; 	' 	. 
• AS External : Aldo Minigter, 1 Mr: 

:Clark could be k pt occupied flying 
• around the world in lefty pursuits well out 

of the domestic spotlight on Prime.  Minit 
ter Brian Muironey.. ,  

But, almost from the .day the new Gov-' 
ernmeht was ',word in Ittst September, 
Mr. ' , Clark has attracted controversy 
(much of It his own doing) and Ila3 been 
continuously upstaged, contradicted or 
humiliated. ' ' • 

Mr: Clark's bobbling hi real. But the 
question, that remains is whether it ts 

. 	 • 
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Clark's misfortunes raise questions 
• From Page One 
concerned about the attitude of some of Mr. 
Mulroney's senior advisers. The Prime Minis-
ter's trip to England and the Rorm economic 
summit meetings demonstrated how the Mulro-
ney bulldozer takes over an the road, comtnarr-
deering embassies, fcrreign service officers, 
communications,  even the ambassador's bed-
room, and leaving a trail of bruised feelings in 
its wake. 

Those  people  all supposedly work for Mr. 
-Clark, who was allowed to take only one staff 
person vrith himenct and who was reduced to the 

- role of observer. But the suspicions about un-
friencUy intent in the Prime Nfinister's Office go 
back much farther. Concern about Mr. Mulro-
ney's neaction prompted the over-reaction at 
External Affairs when some relatively iimocu- • 
ous memos surfaced last tali. 

There was a conscious decision taken before 
'Christmas to keep Mr..Clark.on the road_ Any 
'ambassador worth his or her salt could be count- • 
ed on to lay on a good reception for the visiting 
minister and Mr. Clark vras off to Mexico, Eu-

rope and Japan in such a hectic schedule that he 
.was in Ottawa ardy long enough to pick up clean 

But:while Mr. Clark was living:tin airplarres,, 
_Mr. Mulroney moved quickly to swat his jai-. 
macy over the cœmuys principal foreign rels- 

It vras not an an accident that the Investmezit 
Canada bill which wipes out the Foreign Invest-
ment Revievr Agency, long an irritant to  the 

-U.S. Government. was the first and about the 
only s-ubstantial legislation the Mulroney Gov-
ernment brought forward, other than the budget 

Star Wars, the popular terns given the U.S,, 
efforts to develop an iintl-h•liktiiasile defen-
sive system whichsewid jeopardize arma redeo- 

tion negotiations with the Soviet Union, is anotb- - 
er example of an area where Mr. Clark has been 
kept scrambling to get in line with the Mulroney - 
determination to please the United States. 

At- a press conference in December, Mr. Mul-
roney stated in =ambiguous terrns his policy of 
"my President, right or wrong." The United. 
States is the ally and the Soviet Union is the 

• enemy (a sentiment repeated in the foreign poll- ' 
cy green paper) and that approach carried the 
day on the Star Wars question. 

V/hile Mr: Clark and his department were • 
• « more in•clined to caution, the decisico was taken 

for Canada to endorse as prudent the nmearcir 
into the Strategic Defence Initiative (as Star 
Wars is formally known), with the caveat that it- 

enhanced when his old loyalist, Defence Minis. 
ter Erik Nielsen, let him down by failing to is-
form him- that Canada had been invited to par•-• 
ticipate in the SDI research at a meeting of de-. 
fence ministers in Luxembourg. 

. A fuming ?dr. Clark had to apologize to thee 
House of Commons. Again when it came to-,. 
formulating Canada's response to the invitation:. 
ft was not External Affairs with all  of  Its  con-. 
texts and expertise  that took the lead. Lristead,=t 
_Me Malmsey appointed Arthur Krieger, assi 

•., official in the Privy Council Office, to investi4 
gate the invitation. Mr. Clark!s special juntas-

- sador  on  disarmament, Douglas Roche, war- 
nowhere to be seen. - 	 , 

- The most obvious repodiatica from  ?di-. bfat1- 1  
money was delivered in frerd  of the televisioffl 
cameras in Bonn with ?dr. Clark forced to look ' 
on. The External Affairs Minister had followed-. 

" bis instincts and expresso3 Canadian 'displea- .1: 
sure at the U.S. trade embargo of Nicaragua, 
and about especially the fact Washington had , 

 not informed Canada in advance.. 
But, asked the same question, Mt. Mulroney 

said he was "not at all  displeased" and evest-
ridiculed the suggestion that the United States, 

 might want to =sun Canada "when they knew i• 
our answer in advance." 

By the time the green paper surfaced public-
ly, Mr. Clark appeared to have lost all of the 
battles in Cabinet. Star Wars was on a difterenC, 

- trajectory, free trade with the United States was • 
- being probed by Trade bliniger James Keller.  

for a different time. - • 
In the final version of the green pane_r, ths • 

•controversial Star Wars question w-as reduced to ,  
, two mentions, human rights got only 17 lines  and 

 even the economic discussion, which was to be 
the principal original thrust of the exercise, waa• 
presented in the Language of a .high school ter. 

• tbook. 
• Once the green paper was tabled, Mr. alit, 
, . seemed to have no allies on the Government  aide  ' 

to help hirn withstand the Opposition scorn. 
C.Mild it be more evidence that the Prime 

.W.Inister shared the same Senior officials wise- 
. bave been privy to the process say they have_ 
. r..detected, no malevolence directed at Mr. Clark 

from the PM0 and sources indicated that. 
artand the red-leathered Cabinet table, ?dr. 

• Mulroney often defers to Mr. Clark or seeks his, 
advice. 

•It is more a question of the Prime Minister 
being preoccupied with his °yin -  agenda,  regard- 

- less of whose turf is the scene of his poaching. 
That could explain delaying the substance of a 

' public review-of foreign policy until after the 
Shamrock Summit, the stepped-up contentment 
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and. 

3  the U.S. trade thrust are already under way. 
But Mr. Clark and his department also bear 

responsibility for the fiasco. The green paper 
was delayed by much internal debate and at-
tempts to balance the new economic overlay 
against more 'traditional departmental cow 
cents. In the end the department eschewed the 
bold in favor of the safe. Knowledgeable observ- 

- ers in the foreign policy field say Mr. Clark 
could have demanded more imagination from 
his advisers but didn't. 

Ironically, it was only the refusal of the oppo-
' anion parties to become the backdrop for what 

they considered to be an after-the-fact colloqui-
um that may have salvaged something for Mr. 
Clark. In an attempt to meet some of the more 
obvious criticism, the Cabinet has agreed to 
delay for three or four.months its decision on 
Star Wars research in order to give the special 
parliamentary committee reviewing it at least 

• the appearance of having something to chew mi. 

tionship, the multi-faceted interlock with the 
United Stases. 

His early visit to Washington and the priority 
given the so-called Shamrock Siunmit are only 
tne window-dressing, but it was PMO men who 
were flitting back and forth to Washington mak-
ing the arrarigementti and doing the briefings, 

' although arranging such things is one of the 
• reasons Canada maintains a large- embassy in 

Washington. 

Fuming. minister 
had to apologize 

••ver Star Wars 	n't)Ceaten the 'are-bale' 
Mr. Clark's discomfiture on the issue was 
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