
Vol. il - Fal 1989 The Disarmament Bulletin

the actual experience that 1 have
representing Canada on these issues with
other countries. I would also be much
iess effective, taiking to, groups and 50

an, if I did not have a role in the devel-
opment of poiicy. Sa the tbree aspects of
the job complement each other very well.

Because there are such possibilities for
progress in arms control and disarma-
ment now, it seems ta me criticaily
important that we maximize aur opportu-
nities and make as much pragress as we
can. The three aspects of the job lead ta
the possibility that this position can be a
catalyst for that kind of pragress.

Ed: Is arms contrai and disarmament a
new field for yau?

PM: My first experience in arms control
and disarmament was attending the
Stockholm Conference in 1984. This was
part'of the overali CSCE [Conference on
Security and Cooperation in Europe]
process working on a range of issues, but
specificaily on trying ta develop
confidence-building measures between
East and West at a time when there was
flot much pragress on arms contrai and
disarmament questions. At the time I was
working with Mr. Clark, wha had been
asked by the then leader of the official
apposition, Mr. Mulroney, ta do a sort
of shadowing of the Trudeau peace initia-
tive. As part of that, Mr. Clark was sent
ta the Stockholm Conference and, as bis
advisor, I found myseif suddenly literally
plunged inta arms control and disarma-
ment issues. When Mr. Clark became
Foreign Minister, I had the opportunity
ta continue working in his office and
wanted ta continue working on arms
contrai and disarmament questions. Sa
my background and training were cer-
tainly not in arms contrai and disarmna-
ment, but I've been working in the area
now for five and a haif years.

Ed: You'rey about ta head off ta the
First Committee. What are same of the
major issues Canada will be dealing with
there?

PM: The First Committee, of course, is
nat a negotiating forum. It is a place
where ail of the member countries of the
UN can speak on arme contraI and disar-
mament questions. The goal is ta try ta
develop some common ground, some
consensus, so that more progress can be

made in the actual negotiatmng forums.
Canada wîll be focusing in particular on
a resolution that we co-sponsor with
Poland on the proposed global conven-
tion barming chemnical weapons. It will
take into account the progress that's been
made biiaterally by the United States and
the Soviet Union and aiso multilaterally
in the chemical weapon negotiations at
the Conference on Disarmament. There
have been a number of conferences -

the Paris Conference [in January 1989],
for example - trying to inject political
will into the negatiating process. The
Canberra Conference was recently heid in
Australia in an attempt to, get the chem-
ical industry more invoived, because
they're a vital part of any successful
chemricai weapons convention. So the
resolution will take note of the progress
that's been made, but will alsa try to
seek to, ensure that the international com-
munity strongly supports the need for
such a treaty.

Canada can have greatest
impact ini conventional
negotiations

In generai, Canada will be bringing a
kind of challenge to the First Committee.
A great deal of arms cantrol progress is
being made bilaterally between the super-
powers and also between the NATO and
Warsaw Pact countries. 1 think one can
fairly say that the muitilaterai side is flot
keeping pace. What Canada wiHl try to
do - as a great believer in the mul-
tilateral process and as a country that bas
neyer engaged in UN-bashing but bas
always sought ta make the UN more
effective - is encourage the First Com-
mittee ta meet that challenge and reaily
move the multilateral process forward.
Frankly, it's a wonderful position ta be
in. that there has been sufficient progress
bilaterally that multilateral institutions
have ta catch up.

Ed: If one backs away from the First
Couunittee and looks at the whole range
of arms contraI and disarmament issues
and negotiations that Canada is mnvolved
in, which do you think are the most
important? Where should we be concen-
tratmng aur energyl

PM; You can bave an interesting debate
about which are more important in a

global sense: the negatiatians between the
superpowers ta radically reduce nuclear
weapons or the conventional ams reduc-
tion talks between the members of
NATO and the Warsaw Pact. But I think
when you get ta the other question,
which is wbere shouid Canada be concen-
trating, clearly the conventional negotia-
tion is where we can have the greatest
impact because, quite simply, we are a
part of that negatiation. Canada bas been
a leader in developing the vei:ification
package, which is essential ta the overali
agreement, and it's aiso been a leader in
bringing along ail of the variaus cauntries
on the NATO side ta agree ta, that
package. Canada bas ta, and is, playing
an important raie there. It's harder on
the strategic side because we're nat a
party ta the negotiatian. We have ta, con-
fine ourselves ta infiuencing the super-
pawers ta, adopt positions that are in aur
best interests, sa that means bilaterai
representatians and sa on. From the
public's point of view it's difficuit,
because bîlateral consultations, in order
ta be effective, are generally confidentiai.
We're not standing on the street corner
sho'uting.

Ed:- Do you plan ta becomne personally
involved with some of these'issues?

PM:, Ive already been in Geneva for a
preparatory meeting for the NPT [Non-
Proliferation Treaty] Review Conference.
After the First Committee is aver, I hope
ta, have the appartunity ta visit Vienna,
where the two conventianal negatiatians
are going an, and ta, engage in some
other consultations as well. That should
give me a better sense of where I can
have the most impact. At this stage
there's a lot ta, deal with, se, I still don't
have a final sense of where the mast
productive facus will be. I think that the
two canventional negotiations and the
NPT bave ciearly got ta be important
areas of concentration.

Ed: How about on the public liaison
side of your job? Do you have anytbing
in particular planned7

PM: One of the first tbings 1 did as
Ambassador for Disarmament was hald a
meeting of the Steering Comnmittee of the
Consultative Group on Disarmament and
Arms Contrai Affaire. The purpose wae
partly ta get acquainted, but aiea ta plan
for the next meeting af the full Consulta-


