
for the immediate future. A few member states were supportive of the Dutch initiative, but the

majority opposed a standing UN force, and even the modest expenditures outlined. By contrast, the

Danish-led SHIRBRIG proposai soon attracted a supportive constituency within the UN Secretariat

and among regular troop contributors, including Canada and the Netherlands. The Canadian study,

similarly, generated considerable enthusiasm among member states. 31 Owing to its comprehensive

approach, the UN MILAD, Major-General Frank van Kappen, referred to the Canadian study as the
"red wine that linked the other studies together." 32

It is noteworthy that these tbree national studies were not viewed as mutually exclusive but

as compatible by their respective Foreign Ministers .33 In 1995, UN Under Secretary-General for

Peacekeeping, Ismail Kittani, categorised them under "(a) what the UN can do now, (b) what

member states can do, and (c) what is stillinm the future."34 Enhancing the UN's capacity for rapid

deployment was to be an ongoing process with efforts over the short-, mid- and long-term. These

studies were followed by concerted diplomatic efforts to organise a wider coalition of member

states and secure the co-operation of the UN Secretariat. The initiative was instrumental, first, in

narrowing the range of short-terni options - allaying officiai fears of a potentially large and

expensive supra-national intervention force - and second, ini informing others as to how they might

best contribute to the process. As Kofi Annan wrote, "the initiatives taken by these countries have

been valuable both for what they have achieved in themnselves and for the way ini which they have

refocused the debate among peace-keeving contributors at larpe." He went on to note: "ini the

Lre to


