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both of the fora’s organization and the compilation and pre-
sentation of their results. The theoretical and practical treat-
ment of each topic, the extensive consultation and the analy-
sis were all carried out objectively and without ideological
bias, which would not have allowed a clear vision of the pos-
itive and negative aspects of government actions. Just as state
ideology led to detrimental indiscriminate protectionism,
likewise, neoliberal ideology, so fashionable today, has led to
the indiscriminate opening of the economy, causing as much
—or more— harm as the protectionism of the past.

Third, as far as content is concerned, I believe this careful
evaluation indicates that despite the positive impact on
exports of the opening of the Mexican economy, and of
NAFTA in particular, important negative effects lead us to
conclude that some aspects of this policy and of NAFTA
itself should be reviewed. Favorable effects on production,
employment and the foreign currency balance have
expanded exports. However, this is counteracted by the
unfavorable impact on domestic production due to the
increase of secondary and raw material imports. This has
resulted in some production chains being broken and
increased pressure on the trade balance.

On the other hand, I believe that export-based growth has not
been sufficient to increase formal employment enough to
recover the lag of various years and to reduce underemploy-
ment. Without a clause in NAFTA addressing the mobility of
the work force, a great number of Mexicans will continue to
emigrate to the United States in search of jobs. The export-
based growth model could have a greater and better impact if
it were combined with policies ensuring more —and not less,
as is the case— national content in the goods produced. I do
not share the motto “That’s the way it has to be.” I believe
there are other options. Changes are not only possible, but
necessary, even if this goes against what the experts preach.

Finally, I believe that because of its importance, this book
should be widely distributed and this evaluation continued
in the future.

Pablo Ruiz Nápoles
Professor at the Graduate Division 

UNAM School of Economics
Translated by Andrea Martínez

Canadá. Un estado posmoderno

(Canada: A Postmodern State)
Teresa Gutiérrez-Haces (comp.)
Associación Mexicana de Estudios Canadienses-
Canadian Ministry of Foreign Relations and International
Trade-Plaza y Valdés
Mexico City, 2000, 578 pp.

Arthur Schopenhauer once commented that some
books “are not only useless, but absolutely perni-

cious,” while others are “good books, with noble aims,”1

that is, useful and timely.

This still applies to books today. Canadá. Un Estado pos-
moderno qualifies as the latter. However, although some
books have outstanding qualities, that does not mean they
are without failings. The following is a review of both.

This volume’s compiler is the author of numerous publications
on Canada and has presented similar works2 on different
issues concerning a nation which, although not unknown, is
studied very little outside certain circles of specialists. 

The book includes the work of 33 researchers on Canada
from academia and institutions in different parts of North
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America. Its objective is to present —to connoisseurs and
newcomers alike— a mosaic of essays interpreting con-
temporary Canadian reality. The subject matter, approa -
ched expertly, is divided in six chapters:

I. Reflections on the Canadian State: From the
Postwar Period to Globalization

II. The Canadian Economy between the Requi rements
of Free Trade and Structural Adjustment Policies

III. New Themes and Strategies for North America: Mi -
gration and Refugees, Unions, Civic Organi zations and
Cultural Industries and Professional Services

IV. Ethnicity, First Nations and Self-Government in
Canada

V. The Redefinition of Canada’s Foreign Policy
VI. Culture and Society in Canada

For readers who wish to delve deeper into certain subjects,
23 pages of basic and complementary bibliographies on
Canada from the perspective of different disciplines are
included as well.

Although Canadá. Un estado posmoderno presents a broad
spectrum of studies on a country characterized by its
multi-culturalism, the treatment given to different topics
is disproportionate. Political, economic and social issues
are far more prevalent than cultural questions, an arena

where postmodern manifestations are more evident, such
as in literature, music, art, film and architecture.3

This is my main criticism of this work —and its title— since
it is not only these topics —the socioeconomic, po litical, com-
mercial spheres and what derives from them— that determine
whether or not a state is considered  postmodern. 

Finally, for readers interested in editorial details, various
inconsistencies in the publication hopefully will be cor-
rected in a future edition. 

Hugo A. Espinoza Rubio
Staff writer

Translated by Andrea Martínez
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José Luis Pardo Torío, trans., Paidós Studio Collection, 83 (Barcelona:
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