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View of Kulturhuset in downtown Stockholm, site of the Stockholmn Con férence. Flags
of Conference participants can be observed on roof of building.

past each other. The prospects for
agreelng on meaningful cooperative
action do flot seem bright. We have
failed to set up a basic negofiatlng equa-
lion, or what others have called a nego-
tiating framework - and, without it, and
in fairly short order - we shali never be
able to corne to grips with the myriad of
details faclng us in the critical area of
milhtary affaîrs; wlthout a basic decision
soon we shall neyer be able to corne to
grlps with these specific problems in the
time remalning to us.

The poêlcy - indeed the philosophy -

underlying the measures whlch my
Delegation has co-sponsored is olear.
We seek a programme of cooperative
action based on lnformlng and verlfylng,
in other words, a coherent system, a
compendium of information and verifica-
tion measures. We believe that only in
this way can confidence be builit Con-
fidence rests on deeds, not words.

original proposai in orcler ta give a
clearer and more precise impression of
our approach to confidence-building,
thus ta facilitate negotiations. Durlng
recent weeks, we have gone onie step
further towards this end by illustrating
how the participating States could
exchange information in anriual calen-
dars, how milltary activîties could be
effectively observed and how they could
be verlfled by on-site inspection.

In recent weeks our polcy of seeking
to build confidence through conorete
measures seeme ta have eliclted a
response from sonne of our parfners.
Afier rnonths of emphasis on unverlfl-
able declarations of good intent, some
sketchv concrete mesrshave finally

cases, they would involve military
activity outside Europe, which would
only lead this Conference into an
endless and fruitless debate.

My Delegation has repeated oflen that
we do flot believe that words alone wilI
inspire confidence;, we do flot believe
that static declarations of good inten-
tions are enough. But in an attempt to
define a negotiating equation, we have
recognized that it would be appropriate
to, reaffirm our intention to refrain from
the threat or the use of force. Il could
be a reflection of the very barriers to
these actions whlch we seek to establish
through measures of information and
verification.

We have thus tried Io set the stage for
a balanced and meaningful negotiation.
But we have seen littie sign that some of
our partners are wlIlng ta take a cor-
responctlng step in meeting us haif way.
The possibility of the out-of-garrison con-
cept serving as a comprehensive defini-
tion of ground-force activîties which
should be notified has not won general
acceptance. Simllarly, we have yet f0
corne to grips wlth the need to define
the threshold for notification in struc-
tural terms which could be eftectvely
identified, observed and veified. While
a broad consensus seems fortunately
ta be emerging in akoldigthe
fundamental importance of contributing
to the building of confidence through
information and verificaflon, a detailed

be pplied has #uded us. This isal
very dil5c01Kgng

lugil


