of possible Dutch-Canadian coopetation: 1) control of small arms, and 2) resistance tothe
weaponization of space. In particular, he stated that should the US succeed in ach1ev1ng‘
space dommance it would bea "destablhzmg and dangerous development :

--Discussion:

e Can it be said that the eending of the Cold War has led to the current "malaise" in
' NACD, and that absent the bipolar contest of yore, there no longer exists any coherent
strategic rationale. for arms control? In this regard, can one really generalize from the
+‘fecord of the Furopean expenence ‘with conventional arms control? Might not stabrhty,
% say, in South As1a reqwre glvmg both 51des rnore secure nuclear arsenals? i

e Whlle there isno alternatlve to d1alogue on NACD the only real achlevement of the
UN Conference on Disarmament was the NPT, whrch depended upon a parncular
4 geosttateglc context that has ceased to emst RRRE LR

‘e lee it ornot, the US'is golng to. Weapomze space; and the spectre of an "arms race" in
space is the product of overworked imaginations, for the reahtyrs that no one else will be
~able to compete with Washington in this enterpnse, n thls sense, we are better off today
" than we: Were in the 1945 1960 penod" SRR S '

e To the extent that arms controllers in Canada and the Netherlands evince d1squ1et about
~ the RMA, does this not comphcate thelr countries' stated determination to become more
ﬁ} technolog1cally relevant to the US via the enhancement of thelr m]htary capabrhtles?
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. The reaction to the changed Us attltude to arms conttol and dlsarmament should be
- twofold. Because effective arms control is not feasible without American suppott, ways’
and means should be found to cooperate with the US in ‘strengthening the NACD
regimes, parucularly those related to WMD (as the Ottawa treaty has shown, arms control
related to conventional weapons can also be successful without the US). At the same time,
 the long L held belief in the value of mululateral arms control and dlsarrnament should not
» 'be cast away overmght Canada and the Netherlands share those pohc1es and could
cooperate to 1dentlfy ways of brmgmg the NACD Agenda forward ' :

{
A

‘e Has not the tenor of thls panels presentatlons represented an. 1nstance of gomg
"forwatd to the past,' ' in that it skirts the real issue, namely trying to keep dangerous
» lweapons out of the hands of 1rrespons1ble regimes?, - /
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