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Executive Summary 
 
Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chrétien is to meet with U.S. President Bill Clinton on April 8 in 
Washington, D.C. The two leaders speak regularly and encounter one another at a number of 
international meetings and events throughout the year, from the summits of the Group of Seven 
leading industrialized countries to the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation fora. Despite their 
relatively frequent contact, both leaders value the one-on-one time possible in a bilateral summit. In 
February 1995, President Clinton traveled to Ottawa for a state visit that included an address before 
the Canadian Parliament. At that time, the president invited his host, Prime Minister Chrétien, to 
come to Washington for a reciprocal visit, which was finally scheduled for this year. 

What makes this summit so unusual is that, in the absence of major bilateral problems, the 
two leaders have the opportunity to consult one another on a broad range of international issues that 
both must take decision on in the coming months. It will be perhaps the most international U.S.-
Canada bilateral summit to date. U.S. summits with other important allies, from Japan to Germany, 
and most recently with Russia and China, have often had an international flavor. These countries, 
however, are in regions where it is difficult to define a strictly bilateral agenda without reference to 
neighboring states. Canada, like the United States, has long enjoyed the relative isolation of North 
America. In the globalizing world at the end of the twentieth century, however, Canada is no longer 
isolated. It is an active player on the world stage. The 1997 Clinton-Chrétien summit may be 
remembered as a turning point, when the calm bilateral relationship took a back seat to the more 
pressing shared concerns of two countries facing a turbulent world. 

This paper is intended to provide a quick survey of the context for the Washington summit 
and an overview of the range of issues that the two leaders may discuss formally and informally 
during their meeting. Of course, the official agenda and the content of the actual discussions will be 
determined by Clinton and Chrétien. The issues themselves remain important topics for discussion at 
this and future meetings between U.S. and Canadian officials. 
 
 

The State of Canada-U.S. Relations 
 
Canada-U.S. relations operate on many levels and on a highly decentralized basis. Members of the 
cabinet in both countries are in regular contact with their counterparts, and joint efforts to address 
common problems are frequent. It is a relationship that is rich in detail and teeming with the 
industrious interaction of policymakers, many of whom have little background in the diplomatic 
history of the bilateral relationship.  

The growth in the number of bilateral and multilateral institutions since the end of the Second 
World War has added to the opportunities for senior officials and their departments to interact. 
Meetings of the G-7 finance ministers are attended by U.S. Treasury Secretary Robert Rubin and 
Canadian Finance Minister Paul Martin, who also interact at meetings sponsored by the International 
Monetary Fund and the World Bank. Both countries participate in meetings of the Organization for 
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), the Organization of American States (OAS), the 
Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation council (APEC), the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO), the United Nations (UN), the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe 
(OSCE), and the Arctic CouncilΧjust to name a few of the better-known examples. 

Strictly bilateral organizations channel other issues and draw the participation of senior 
officials from time to time. The North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD), the 
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Permanent Joint Board on Defense (PJBD), and the environmental work of the International Joint 
Commission (IJC) all address serious issues while maintaining a low profile. The bilateral 
relationship is not the sole preserve of the two federal governments, either. Canadian provincial 
premiers and U.S. state governors meet together in regional groups, from the New England 
Governors Association to the Great Lakes Governors Association, where they consider ways that 
common problemsΧmany of which, like acid rain, do not respect international border linesΧcan be 
addressed. 

The North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) is also important because it has 
facilitated a deepening integration of the economies of the two countries, a process that has been 
underway for nearly a century. A growing percentage of bilateral trade takes place between units of 
the same company, from auto manufacturers and their suppliers to software designers and financial 
services firms. Canadians and Americans are in a transition from being major trading partners to 
being, in effect, the world=s most successful co-workers. Every day, there are plant managers in both 
countries who are making important decisions that affect the Canada-U.S. relationship in their own 
small way. 

There is so much cooperation between the two countries that it would be impractical to try to 
funnel all of the activity through a single department or official. Neither the U.S. secretary of state, 
Madeleine Albright, nor the Canadian minister of foreign affairs and international trade, Lloyd 
Axworthy, would want to act as coordinator, traffic cop, or bottleneck in the relationship. If they 
tried, they would be able to get little else done. 

In such a relationship, the role of the president and the prime minister is to serve as the 
ultimate custodians of good relations between the two countries. Together, they can focus on difficult 
problems and commit their governments to joint initiatives. While it helps when the two leaders 
develop a warm, personal relationship, it is not necessary that they become friends. In a broader (and 
deeper) sense, the peoples they represent are friends. And, as is usually the case when people with 
mutual friends have some business to conduct together, the atmosphere that pervades their interaction 
is warmed by the prior friendship. 

By nearly any measure, the relationship between the United States and Canada is currently in 
very good shape. When Prime Minister Chrétien comes to Washington to meet with President 
Clinton and other senior administration officials on April 7 and 8, the bilateral relationship itself will 
be, in some ways, a small part of their agenda. The two leaders will instead look at a range of third 
country issues where Canada and the United States are working together, including the future of the 
multinational effort to facilitate Haiti=s transition to democracy and issues related to the enlargement 
of NATO to include new members from eastern Europe. This will be a truly global summit agenda, to 
a far greater extent than when President Clinton visited Ottawa in 1995. 

Clinton=s visit to Ottawa resulted in, among other things, an invitation to Prime Minister 
Chrétien to come to Washington. Since then, the 1995 Quebec referendum and the 1996 U.S. federal 
election intervened to make the task of scheduling that second visit more complicated.  

The passage of time has brought changes to both governments. Before considering the 1997 
summit agenda, it is important to note some of the changes that have taken place in the players and 
the postures of the Clinton administration and the Chrétien government. 
 
 

The New Clinton Administration 
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Following his re-election in 1996, President Clinton made some changes to his cabinet, necessitated 
largely by the retirement of key members of the first term cabinet. Among the officials to depart were 
Secretary of State Warren Christopher, Secretary of Defense William Perry, and National Security 
Advisor Anthony Lake. In 1995, the United States Trade Representative (USTR), Mickey Kantor, 
was asked by the president to serve as secretary of commerce following the death of Ronald Brown 
in a plane crash over Bosnia. Following the election, Kantor left the cabinet and returned to private 
life. Kantor=s replacement as USTR, Charlene Barshefsky, was not confirmed by the U.S. Senate 
prior to the election and served as acting USTR at the beginning of the second term.  

Although not a member of the cabinet, the U.S. ambassador to Canada, James J. Blanchard, 
also departed prior to the election, leaving his position vacant at the start of the second term.  

Many officials have now been replaced, and the new, second term Clinton administration that 
greets Chrétien when he arrives may be the most knowledgeable about Canadian affairs in recent 
history. 
 
Secretary of State 
 
Secretary of State Warren Christopher was replaced by the former U.S. ambassador to the United 
Nations, Madeleine Albright. While Christopher will certainly be missed for his steady, unflappable 
approach to the relationship, Albright=s selection as his replacement is no loss for Canada. Unlike 
many past secretaries of state who came to the job with little or no appreciation for Canada=s 
international role as a strategic U.S. ally, Albright had the opportunity to work closely with Canadian 
officials at the UN in establishing UN missions to stop the fighting in the former Yugoslavia, to 
respond to the Cuban government=s shooting down of two civilian planes, and to develop a response 
to the crises in Rwanda and later in eastern Zaire. Albright has shown a sophisticated view of the 
constructive and often crucial role that Canada can play around the world that will prepare her well 
for her dealings with Canada, particularly for this summit. It may be a sign of Albright=s vision of 
this Canadian role that this summit=s agenda has become so international, rather than being confined 
to the range of bilateral issues that typically dominate such meetings.  
 
Secretary of Defense 
 
Secretary of Defense William Perry was a highly-regarded official who held the number two post at 
the Pentagon, and who was promoted following the resignation (due to health problems) of President 
Clinton=s first defense secretary, former congressman Les Aspin. His professionalism and solid 
competence were much admired in Washington as well as in Ottawa. The president tapped a 
Republican, William Cohen, as Perry=s replacement when Perry resigned at the end of Clinton=s first 
term. Cohen was the senior U.S. senator from the border state of Maine, but he decided to leave 
Congress in 1996 after 18 years in the Senate and six years in the House of Representatives. Border 
states do not always produce Canada=s best friends in Washington, given the potential for local 
irritants to affect perceptions. Cohen voted against the ratification of the Canada-U.S. Free Trade 
Agreement and also voted against NAFTA. However, in his time in Washington Cohen earned 
respect for his fair-minded, principled approach to issues. Since his current role does not involve 
trade, and given the close cooperation between Canada and the United States in the defense realm, it 
is unlikely that Cohen will seek to make his mark as defense secretary by advocating major changes 
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in the bilateral defense relationship. 
 
National Security Advisor 
 
It was former Canadian Prime Minister Kim Campbell who first drew the new national security 
advisor, Sandy Berger, into a formal leading role in shaping U.S. foreign policy toward Canada. 
President Clinton responded to a request from Campbell that he designate an official to handle 
Canadian issues at both the National Economic Council (NEC) and the National Security Council 
(NSC), which were perceived to be the twin pillars of the early Clinton administration=s 
policymaking structure. Bowman Cutter at the NEC and Sandy Berger, then deputy national security 
advisor, at the NSC, were chosen by Clinton to fill this role. The promotion of Berger to replace first 
term National Security Advisor Anthony Lake will therefore maintain continuity on Canadian issues 
at NSC and provide the president with a key advisor who is well-briefed on Canadian issues. 
 
U.S. Trade Representative 
 
Trade and economic policy are among the most crucial areas in the relationship between the United 
States and Canada, and the changes to the U.S. team in these areas will be closely watched by 
Canadians. Mickey Kantor, first as USTR (the head of a special branch of the Executive Office of the 
President responsible for negotiating international trade agreements) and later as commerce secretary, 
could be aggressive in pressing the U.S. case in disputes between the two counties. Prior to joining 
the Clinton administration, Kantor was an entertainment industry lawyer and Democratic Party 
fundraiser. His work with Hollywood interests served as an introduction to the complexities of 
Canadian cultural protectionism, and at USTR Kantor was responsible for eliminating barriers such 
as these.  Kantor=s replacement at USTR, Charlene Barshefsky, had served as his deputy. As a 
trade lawyer in private practice, Barshefsky briefly represented Canadian interests in the long-
running dispute between Canada and the United States over softwood lumber. This past history was 
one reason that her confirmation as USTR was held up for several months while Congress passed a 
resolution excusing her from the provisions of a law prohibiting individuals who had represented 
foreign interests against the U.S. government from acting as USTR. The accusations that Barshefsky 
would be unduly sympathetic to Canadian interests were largely partisan and unfounded, but may 
have the effect of making her especially tough in cases involving Canada. 
 
Secretary of Commerce 
 
At the Department of Commerce, Kantor was replaced by William Daley, a Chicago lawyer and 
brother of Chicago=s Democratic mayor Richard Daley, Jr. (both are sons of the  
longtime Chicago mayor Richard Daley). Daley played an important role during the U.S. debate over 
the passage of NAFTA, working with the Clinton administration to persuade reluctant Members of 
Congress to vote in favor of the agreement. In the process, Daley became known as an enthusiastic 
supporter of trade with both Canada and Mexico with the ability to articulate in detail the benefits of 
trade with the two countries for the United States. Past commerce secretaries may have thought of 
Japan as the most important U.S. trading partner, but Daley comes to his new role unusually well-
informed about Canada=s importance to the U.S. business community. 
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U.S. Ambassador to Canada 
 
Of the key positions in the Clinton administration for Canada, only one remains unfilled, that of U.S. 
ambassador to Canada. The ambassador in Ottawa varies in influence from administration to 
administration depending on the personality of the individual holding the job and his or her closeness 
to key players in Washington. The closeness of the relationship makes it simple for senior U.S. 
officials to bypass the ambassador with a phone call directly to a Canadian counterpart. The intense 
complexity of the relationship, on the other hand, can make the ambassador a key advisor to the 
president, who must avoid allowing his thinking to become captive to the interests of any one of his 
departments or agencies. The best ambassadors operate as sensitive interlocutors between their 
presidents and the prime minister, and offer insight into Canadian thinking from their position close 
to key Canadian decision-makers. In this regard, the Clinton administration=s first ambassador to 
Canada, James J. Blanchard, ranks among the most effective and influential U.S. ambassadors in 
recent history. A former Democratic governor of the border state of Michigan, Blanchard had a 
relationship with Clinton dating back to the president=s days as governor of Arkansas. Blanchard 
developed a keen sense of Canadian issues and had the ability to engage Clinton when necessary to 
solve problems in the relationship. He was highly regarded by the Chrétien government and by 
Canadians generally. 

Depending on who is nominated to replace Blanchard, the position of ambassador in Ottawa 
may or may not retain the importance it had in shaping U.S. policy toward Canada during the first 
term. In the interim, Clinton has sent an experienced career foreign service officer, Thomas Weston, 
to Ottawa to serve as deputy chief of mission and chargé d=affaires. Weston, a professional diplomat 
who served at the U.S. Permanent Mission to the European Union and as director of studies at the 
Institute for the Study of Diplomacy at Georgetown University, is a strong candidate for the position, 
and his confirmation in that role by the U.S. Senate would likely be less contentious than a political 
appointment. 
 
 

With such a remarkably Canada-savvy team in place on the U.S. side, it would be surprising 
if anyone in Washington approached the visit without being aware that the Canadian prime minister 
is considering an election call sometime in the next six months. 
 
 

The Pre-Election Chrétien Government 
 
The Chrétien government was elected in October 1993 to a five-year term. In Canada=s 
parliamentary system of government, based on the British model, the prime minister can call an 
election at any time during those five years. The tradition in Canada is to hold elections in the spring 
or fall (the winter is too harsh for voters to turn out, and the summer is too nice) of the fourth year of 
a government=s mandate. Early elections suggest a government is overconfident, and fifth-year calls 
are risky because they leave the government with no room to maneuver if public opinion polls sour as 
the time left in the mandate runs out. All of this has led to widespread speculation that Chrétien will 
call a federal election soon. 

Electoral reform legislation recently passed by the Chrétien government will shorten the 
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election period to just 36 days. Compared with U.S. national elections (some pundits are commenting 
that the presidential race for the year 2000 is already underway) this shorter election period is 
striking. Perhaps its most important effect is to give the political parties very little time to get 
organized after an election is called, and so all of Canada=s parties have been actively selecting 
candidates and announcing their election platforms. 

If current polls are accurately reflecting the public mood in Canada, the Chrétien government 
can expect to be re-elected. Like President Clinton, Chrétien is more popular with voters than his 
party, but even his Liberal Party retains more support than any of the opposition parties in most 
provinces across Canada (Quebec is a significant exception). They key, according to most observers, 
is that Chrétien and his government make no major mistakes in the run-up to the election that could 
arouse the ire of a fickle electorateΧthe same electorate that reduced the healthy majority held by the 
Progressive Conservative government of Kim Campbell to just two Conservative Party seats in the 
House of Commons in the 1993 election that gave a majority to the Liberals under Chrétien=s 
leadership.  

One area where a misstep could be damaging for the government is in relations with the 
United States. Canadians often express mixed feelings about the United States and U.S. government 
policies, but not about the relationship they want with their larger neighbor. Canadians expect their 
governments to maintain relatively good relations with the United States while also demonstrating 
independence on key issues. While former Prime Minister Brian Mulroney was criticized for leading 
Canadian policy too close to that of the United States, Chrétien does not want to make the opposite 
mistake by allowing disputes to emerge as the principal theme of his Washington trip. This will mean 
handling the differences between the two countries over Cuba very carefully. Above all, Chrétien is 
likely to seek to establish a professional tone for the visit, the main theme of which is the calm, 
competent management of good relations between the two countries. The agenda for this summit is 
designed to emphasize cooperation and generally support this theme. 
 
 

The Summit Agenda 
 
In their role as the chief custodians of good relations between the two countries, Clinton and Chrétien 
would usually address any crises in the relationship at a summit meeting like this. Fortunately, there 
are no major crises to discuss. The most significant trade disputes that exist are all being managed 
through normal channels which have yet to run their course. This victory for the system of conflict 
management and dispute resolution that the two countries have negotiated over the years will free the 
two leaders to move beyond strictly bilateral issues and talk about some of the pressing global issues 
that concern both countries. 

The wide variety of areas where Canada and the United States cooperate and consult 
regularly is a testament to the strong Canadian commitment to playing an active, constructive role in 
the world. Canadian officials have shown both skill and ingenuity in their contributions to solving 
some of the most difficult international problems. The following list is a brief survey of some of the 
critical issues that may be raised during Chrétien=s meetings with U.S. officials. 
 

Bosnia: Canadian troops continue to support the UN mission in the former Yugoslavia. 
Recent unrest in Albania and the political protests that paralyzed the Serbian capital of Belgrade may 
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affect the prospects for lasting peace in Bosnia. 
 

NATO enlargement: As a founding member of NATO, Canada has demonstrated a 
commitment to the alliance not only as a military institution but also, under Article 2 of the NATO 
charter, as a forum for dialogue among member states. In the debate over NATO enlargement, 
Chrétien gave a speech in Europe in which he called for the consideration of extending the offer of 
membership beyond the three leading candidates, Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Republic. The 
prime minister may also seek elaboration of the U.S. understanding with Russian President Boris 
Yeltsin concerning NATO expansion, which was achieved during President Clinton=s summit with 
the Russian leader in Helsinki. 
 

Russia: Following Helsinki, the Canadian prime minister is bound to have questions 
concerning Clinton=s impressions of Yeltsin and the details of what was agreed to there. Canadians 
have invested substantially in Russia and the newly independent states on the Russian perimeter, and 
are vulnerable to instability in the region. Also, many Canadians trace their roots to the area, 
particularly the large number of Ukrainian-Canadians whose ancestors settled in Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan, and Alberta, strengthening Canadian concern over the future of many of Russia=s 
neighbors. 
 

Group of Seven: One of the decisions at Helsinki was the more formal inclusion of Russia in 
meetings of the G-7 leading industrialized countries, of which Canada is a member. The United 
States will host the 1997 G-7 meeting this summer in Denver. Some discussion of the agenda for this 
meeting, perhaps the next opportunity for the two leaders to meet face to face, is possible. 
 

APEC: Similarly, the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation council heads of government will 
meet for their next summit in November 1997 in Vancouver, where Chrétien will be the host. The 
importance of Asian trade for both countries makes this a crucial meeting, as well as the fact that this 
will be the first time the APEC leaders will meet in North America. 
 

China: Both countries have economic interests in China, and the new leadership there is of 
interest to both countries. Vice President Al Gore will have first hand impressions from his recent trip 
that he may share with Chrétien. Canada has become home to a large community of recent 
immigrants from Hong Kong who have largely settled in British Columbia and Ontario, and has a 
strong interest in the future of Hong Kong under China=s rule after July 1 this year. 
 

Zaire: Canada has historically given substantial financial and diplomatic support to foster 
economic development and political openness in post-colonial Africa. French-speaking Africa has 
been of particular interest to Canadians, as they demonstrated by being a leading voice in the 
international community in response to the crisis in Rwanda. Prime Minister Chrétien=s nephew 
Raymond, a career foreign service officer and currently Canada=s ambassador in Washington, was 
asked by the UN Secretary General to serve as special envoy to central Africa. With the reliability of 
intelligence on the rebellion in eastern Zaire difficult to judge, Chrétien may seek the U.S. view of 
what situation may emerge to confront policymakers in the international community in the coming 
months. 
 

Nigeria: The Chrétien government has called on the international community to impose 
sanctions on the Nigerian government for its brutal recent crackdown on its political opponents. The 
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United States has resisted the call to isolate Nigeria, in part because of the strategic importance of 
Nigeria as a major oil producer and as one the most populous country in Africa. Chrétien may again 
press the Canadian case for sanctions during this trip. 
 

Iraq: Canada was a staunch U.S. ally during the Gulf War and has supported the sanctions 
regime imposed under UN auspices. The UN Security Council recently permitted Iraq to export some 
of its oil as part of a closely-monitored relaxing of the sanctions, on the condition that revenue from 
the sales goes toward the purchase of food and medical supplies for the Iraqi people. Iraqi 
performance under this program and its effect on world oil markets are a concern to Canada, which is 
a significant exporter and importer of oil in its own right. 
 

Saudi bombing suspect: Canadian law enforcement officials recently arrested a man 
suspected of involvement in the bombing of the Khobar Towers, a former apartment complex that 
was being used by U.S. troops in Saudi Arabia as a temporary housing facility. The bombing resulted 
in the deaths of 19 U.S. military personnel and the injury of an additional 500. The Canadians are 
holding the individual for questioning, and have said that their surveillance of him prior to his arrest 
indicates he was in contact with a number of Iranian nationals in Canada. The United States would 
like to question the suspect, and Saudi officials have sought his extradition to Saudi Arabia (he is a 
Saudi citizen) to stand trial. President Clinton may want to discuss the situation with Prime Minister 
Chrétien. 
 

Haiti: Canada currently leads and provides the bulk of the military personnel to the UN 
peacekeeping mission in Haiti, and was an original member of the four-nation contact group (also 
including the United States, France, and Venezuela) that worked in 1994 and 1995 to facilitate a 
transition to democracy in Haiti after the military coup. Canada is home to a sizeable community of 
Haitian expatriates, most of whom live in Quebec. The current UN mandate for the mission in Haiti 
expires July 1, and Haitian president René Preval has said he will not seek an extension of the UN 
mandate. Canadian Foreign Minister Lloyd Axworthy told Preval on a recent visit that Canadian 
troops would remain until the end of the year. The president and the prime minister may discuss U.S. 
logistical support for a Canadian troop withdrawal, as well as other measures that might be taken to 
improve the situation in Haiti once foreign troops have left. 
 

Cuba: Canada and the United States strongly disagree about the 1996 Cuban Liberty and 
Democratic Solidarity Act, generally referred to by the names of its U.S. House and Senate 
cosponsors, Senator Jesse Helms and Representative Dan Burton. Because it is now U.S. law, and 
Canada has passed a law to counter its effect, neither side has much room to maneuver on the issue. 
In a sign that the two countries may be looking to ease tensions over the issue, Canada agreed to 
cosponsor a resolution at the UN Human Rights conference in Geneva critical of the human rights 
record of the Cuban government. Although this gesture merely restates Canada=s longstanding 
concern over the Castro government=s human rights record, it is helpful to the president, who has 
issued regular waivers of some of the legislation=s provisions, citing progress in the position of major 
allies. Both countries may seek to use their public statements during the visit to reiterate their 
positions, but neither side wants this issue to dominate the coverage of the summit. 
 

FTAA: In 1994, Canada joined the United States and other countries of the Western 
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Hemisphere in the Summit of the Americas in Miami. At that meeting, the countries agreed to the 
ambitious goal of negotiating a trade liberalization agreement that would reduce barriers to trade and 
investment in the region early in the next century. There has been some progress in the preliminary 
discussions among trade officials and key technical issues are due to be discussed in Belo Horizonte, 
Brazil later this year. In early 1998, the hemisphere=s leaders will again convene, this time in 
Santiago, Chile. Canada has advanced a proposal that would establish a firm timetable for 
negotiations leading to a Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA) by 2005. To accomplish this goal, 
U.S. leadership will be crucial, and in particular the Clinton administration will need to obtain from 
Congress the fast-track negotiating authority to proceed with the talks so that any agreement 
negotiated by the governments of the region can be submitted to Congress for approval without 
amendment.  

If fast-track authority for the Clinton administration is denied or appears unlikely, Canada 
may opt to proceed with bilateral agreements to facilitate the growing Canadian trade and investment 
in Latin America. In late 1995, Canada began negotiations with Chile that resulted in a bilateral free 
trade agreement in just 11 months, and which has now been signed and ratified by both countries. As 
a smaller country, Canada may be able to move more quickly on its own than it could if it waits for 
the United States. At the same time, Canada would be unlikely to choose this route unless it became 
clear that the United States was unable to move ahead. Chrétien may ask Clinton about the prospects 
for getting fast-track authority from the Congress in time for the 1998 Santiago meeting. 
 

UN reform: Like the United States, Canada has sought reform of the UN to improve its 
efficiency. UN Secretary General Kofi Annan has tapped Canadian Maurice Strong to lead this 
process as UN under secretary general for reform. The process and progress of reform may come up 
for some discussion during this summit, given that President Clinton and Secretary Albright were 
crucial supporters of the candidacy of Kofi Annan and both Canada and the United States have 
important stakes in the success of UN reform efforts. 

Land mines: The Canadian government has adopted a leading role in the international effort 
to ban the use of land mines, and has advanced a proposal for an international agreement that many 
countries have agreed to support. The United States, the leading producer of land mines and therefore 
a key player in any attempt to ban their use, has voiced some objections to specific provisions of the 
Canadian proposal, while applauding the Canadian initiative. President Clinton and Prime Minister 
Chrétien could discuss the progress of international discussions on the issue and the prospects for a 
global agreement. 
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