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David Haglund, Queen's University, questloned for reflection that "the International
system had been fundamentally altered and the transatlantic zoneO of peace was flot based
upon a balance-of-power ultima ratio but a post-westphalian, post-balance-of-power
order." (Kingston) The question of nuclear arms within these worldwide changes needs
new approaches as does the reflection on the issue of the possibility of real progress on
nuclear issues.

3. Canada and NATO:

a> "The future of NATO" An evolving global role for NATO was articulated but not
defined. Questions raised inciuded:

* what kind of new roIs for NATO
* who leads these changes
* what about nuclear arms out of area?
*what is the. rois of the European Union and the "new Europe" ?

Canada could play an important role in shaping the changing roie of NATO. Some
Canadian experts feel NATO is the place ta get a genuine debate going on the feasibility
of ellminatlng nuclear weapons.

b) "NATO and Nuclear ATms" Canada Is in a position ta help the re-thinking of how
NATO mlght address nuclear weapon issues. Dean Oliver (Victoria roundtable) and some
other strategic studies experts cautîoned that ta address nuclear weapons questions in the
NATO revlew would b. divîsive and counter-productive at this time. Others feit, "If not
now, then when?" (Peggy Mason, CCIPS). The current NATO review process tîmef rame
(April 1999, Washington)> may b. short but it is a wlndow to maise the level of debate
partlcularly wlth strong public support in Canada for NATO at this time. The NATO
membership is growing ta Include former alles of Russla and NATO has a partnership wlth
Russia, so this Is a crîtical moment to ralse issues and debate. ('Who la the enemy now
that Russia Is a NATO partner?")

c) "Political Value" Many saw an opportunity to show leadership in re-thlnking the.
lenizr--Ir t-iiitirè"- rCh2neina the rhetoric to reduce the stated "Political value" of


