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"As this second session of aur
Conference begins, II: is time to get
down ta cancrete work. 1 doubt that any
Dei egation here would disagree. But
haw ta do it?

Briefly, let me restate the objectives of
this Conference as seen by my Govern-
ment - and indeed, we hope, by ail
other participants. We are trying ta
adopt confidence- and security-building
measures whereby States can demon-
strate that their routine, military activities
need flot be interpreted by other States
as being potentially hostile. This
demands that a new and wider degree
of openness be imparted ta military
affaira in order ta make them more
predictable.

Another way of expresslng these
notions, in a nutsheli, is ta say that we
must clevelap concrete measures which
wiii give effect and expression t0 the
principle of the non-use of force. What
changes in military affairs couid make
this pledge creclible? A reply ta this
question should be based on an exami-
nation of the proposais on the table
before us. This is the first step in getting
down to concrete work.

Since SC.1 * was first on the table, let
us look at if flrst. The measures it con-
tains would enhance trust and securif y in
the following ways:

4. Observation of miiitary activities couid
confirm that they were routine and un-
threatening but, if necessary, they couid
aiso defuse tensions at crîtical moments
or warn that samethlng fhreatening mighf
be going on.

5. Measures of compliance and verifica-
tion would involve the usual requirement
not to interfere in National Technicai
Means and a requirement for monitoring
compliance.

6. Communications between the par-
ticipatlng States concerning the regime
of CSBMs couid be enhanced through
appropriate arrangements.

These CSBMs wili nat transform East-
West relations overnight. But they are
practical and reaiistic steps ta increase
confidence that mllitary forces in
peacetime are intended only for defence
andi nof aftack. They would be concrete
and salid contributions ta security and
stability. Even if they would nof imme-
diately modify the serious imbalance of
conventional forces in Europe today,
they would al least make this imbalance
less menacing in the perception of the
parficipating States.

significant for the process of verifica-
tion and, remarkably, ail 0f the 12
measures would require adequate forms
of verification.

Now we came to 50.4 tabled by the
Soviet Union a few days ago. It is a
dîsappointment. In deploring what are
adduced as attempts ta upset the exist-
îig military and strategic balance, the
proposai cails for, and 1 quote, * ...a
radical turn in the palicies of States .....

But the suggestions it then puts forward
are radical only because most of them
do not beiong here.

This Conference, grouping together
nuclear and non-nuclear participatlng
States, is not an appropriate forum In
whlch ta discuss nuclear issues. They
are global and the complexlty of trying
ta discuss thern here would soon render
this negotiation sterle. The zone of
application of CSBMs can in no way
relate to nuclear arms because many of
those situated oulside Europe could aiso
strike the confinent. The Atlantic ta the
Urals can only be considered as con-
sfltutlng limits in terms of surprise atfack
or the use of force for politicai intimida-
tion by convenflonal troops.

Proposais ta creaf e nuclear-free zones
in various parts 0f Europe also violate the
principie of an integral zone of application


