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argued that such options must aiways be kept open in case opportunities for unilateral

action or working inside Burina suddenly appear.

Policy options in these areas, it was said by Peter Globensky of Associates to

Develop Democratic Burina oild be evaluated by whether they aid, azbet, or imýpede

Burma's democi çdevelopmet, and whether they would permit Canada to proceed with

the greatest flexibility. There was a concnu that pcoiicy options which would encourage

Canada to develop and maintain a creative, visible, and acive mile in and around Burma

were mot esirable. Selectig the appropriate pblicy tools to use to apply pressure on

SLORC requires a careful aseset ofbenefis risks and costs to Canada's reputation,

energy, resources, other reltonhp, and values. (It wa3 pointed out that further rsac

is ncsayto asetifrom Canp.da's point of view, the legality of some strategies.)

These sanie policy optin w1ih are fowid attractive to Canadians need to be carefully

rcviewed with respect to the security and aspirations of the Burmese people. Action needs


