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ploneeriflg attempt at conventional arms th'

coritrol: the positions of the two sides con- If

verged on a number of issues and the par- a

ticipants gained a clearer picture of what wiIl E

be necessary toi achieve mutually agreeable tI

and verifiable reductionS and limitations a

of forces and armaments ln Europe. E

Solid progress has aiso been achieved
in other areas of arms controi. The 1988
Infermediate-Range Nuclear forces (INF)
treaty between the United States andi the
Soviet Union has been hailed, quite
rightly, as an historlc achievement. The
progress that these fwo countries have
continued to, make toward an agreement
on major reductions in their sfrateglc
nuclear arsenals provides groundis for

optimism. 1 was pleased yesterday f0,
hear both Foreign Minister Shevardnadze
and Secretary Baker renew their commit-
ment f0 progress in this crucial area.

On another front, we believe that the
political momentum developeti at the

Confererice on Chemîcal Weapofls in
Paris, ln January, will rnake if easier to,

conclude a ban on such weapons at the
Geneva Conference on Disarmament. In
this connection, Canada welcornes andi
supports the proposais relating to chem-
ical weapons announceti here yesterday
by Secretary of State Baker. We look
forward to working wifh the Unitedi
States, Australia andi others in the
implementation of these proposais. For
its part, Canada has recently matie
public details of ils Chemical Defence
Research Programme, and we have
lnvlted represenfafives of the Soviet
Union to visif the single Canadian facillty
at which this research le carrieti out.

This progress reflects the tietermination
wlth which the Western Alles, lncludlng
Canada, have pursueti arme control and
disarmamerif objectives throughout this
decatie. Ail too often it le forgotten that

the origins of many key arms control
proposais are f0 be fount i n the Wesf. Il
was the unswervlng deterrnlnatlofl of the

members of the Western Alliance which
ultiately resulted i n an acceptance of
the 'zero option' for INF. It was in
Halifax, Canada, in May 1986, thaf
NATO foreign mînisters look decisions
to prepare for the negotiation of mani-
dates andi arma control proposais
relating f0 conventlotial arms in Europe

îat have led to our meeting here today. h
was our caîl for the eliminaf ion of s
symmetries in conventional forces in c
urope f0 which the member states of t:

he Warsaw Pact responded ln declaring E

readiness to reduce their forces in a

~astern Europe. p

Our proposai wBi seek to
promiote enhanced r

stabitity

Today we face an emerging new
iynamic in East/West relations, in part
brought about by changes which are
taklng place in the Soviet Union. Along
with glasnost and perestroika has come
a new political thinking in the USSR,
which has had ifs impact in the area of
arms control as well. Soviet leaders and
their Warsaw Treaty partners now
espouse a concept of 'reasonable suffi1-
ciency' in millfary doctrine, which sug-
gests a shift to, a more defensive posture.
There appears to, be a growing appreciafion
that the West's military approach reflects ifs

own perception of its legitimate tiefensive
needs, in the face of Warsaw Pact force
levels and deployments.

Eloquent testimony f0 this change in

thinklng was provided by President Gor-

bachev's statement f0 the UN General
Assembly last December, in which he
announceti his Intention to reduce Soviet
force levels and to change the Soviet
force posture. This was followed by the

announcement of further reductions by
other Easternl European countries. Mr.

Shevardnadze provitiet further elabora-
flion yesferday. These were welcome
announcements and we look forward f0

their Implementation.

These developrtenf s augur well for our

undertakiflg here. Yet fhe challenge
before us in these new security negofia-
fions remaîns a daunting one. We shail

surely neeti great reserves of polifical
wiII, confidence anti deferrriratlon when

confronteti with the enormous com-
plexîfy of the issues involveti. Our wll
for a stronger peace, baseti on
enhanceti mufual securlty, must drive
these negotiations forward.

Canada's interest anti engagement [n

these negotiations resulte from the long

istor ant r-c traditionse 1hih89

hare with the counitries of Europe. Our
ultural and Iinguistic ties with the coun-
'les of both Eastern and Western
~urope reach back over the centuries,
nd remain sfrong; commercially, we
îrosper as good neighboLlrs. The very
oundation of our state was linked to our
)articipation in European afi airs. In
ecognifion of this shared heritage and

four continuin1g common security
nteresfs, Canadian soldiers remain in

Europe today, firm in the fulfilment of
our responsibilifies as a member of an
Alliance committeti to the defence of
freedom and human rights.

At the start of the new negotiationS on
Thursday, Canada will join in tablîng
detaieti, concrete proposais as outlined
here yesterday by Sir Geoffrey Howe. In
the Negotiations on Confidence- and
Security-Buidîng Measures, we will work
to improve and expand the measures
agreed upon in Stockholm, seeking
greater fransparency both of milifary
organizatlons and of mîlifary activities.
We will propose measures for an annual
exchange of information concernlng miii-

tary organization, as well as measures
deslgned f0 produce greafer openness
and predictability regarding military
activifies. Convinced that contacts at the
military level should be extended in
order to improve our undersfandlng of
each others millfary fhlnking, we will pro-
pose as well an organized exchange of
views on military doctrine.

These Confidence- and Security-
Building Measures will be put forward wlth

a vlew to, affect lng an increased openness
about military matters; they wlll seek
to dispel the suspicion which Is a cause
of tension between East andi West.

ln the Negotiation on Convenfional
Armed Forces in Europe, our proposai s

wll seek to promote enhanced sfabllty
through a reduction in the capabiîlfy of

states to mount surprise aftacks and
large-scale offensive actions. To this
end, we wll propose an overaîl lmit on
the total holdings of armaments ln

Europe whlch most threafefl us, such as

tanks, artilliery andi armoureti troope car-
riers. These weaporls systêrns are
capable of rapiti mobllty anti hlgh fire-
power andi are central to the selzlng anti I


