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:For: Canada Mr. McDougall listed 2 set of near-térm prtonﬁes mcludmg' 1)

o { fpromotmg compliance with commitments to the Nuclear Nonprohferanon Treaty NPT);

2) working with "like-minded" states' (see the comments by-Prof. van Staden, above) to

‘strengthen efforts to stanch bio-weapons proliferation; 3) establishing a dialogue on outer
-~ space, with a prospect of achieving a weaponization ban; and 4) furthering efforts to

reduce the levels of small arms in circulation worldwide. These were all areas in which
Mr. McDougall foresaw much scope for enhanced bilateral cooperatlon between Canada

- and the Netherlands B

There wete agam two Dutch respondents toa Canadran presenter The ﬁrst was

| -“'Prof Paul Rusman (University of Groningen), who gave what he called an "outsider's
. petspective.. He began by echoing a theme set out in.the Canadian presentation: the -

current war 'had - indeed ‘provided impetus to nonprohferanon efforts. linked to
counterterronsm But no such impetus had been witnessed in tespect of arms control,

.- upon which the US in particular took a dim view.: To some degree, said Prof. Rusman,
. US m15g1v1ngs -with multilateral arms control regimes were well-founded, at least if the

experience of the NPT inspection regime: provided- gmdance "for any bio-weapons
verrﬁcanon regime is likely to repeat the NPT inspection regime, in which most inspection

. resources are spentin checking on the most unlikely prohferators (Germany and ]apan)
,,\:;'whlle le& much mote dangerous offenders off the ‘hook. ‘

Regm:dmg the control of chemlcal Weapons, here the ma]or source of concern
seemed to be the "chaotic manner in which Russia is proceedmg with its mandatory

., destruction effort" Likewise in the nuclear area Russia figured as a worry, given the
j;,‘:;quannty and geographrc d1sper51on of 1ts s1zable holdmgs of ﬁssrle matenals Also

not expected to ]eopardrze arms reducnon talks between Moscowand Washmgton ashad

- .once been thought. More wortisome, from the arms control perspective, had been the
- Us dec1510n to vmthhold ratrﬁcanon of the Comprehenswe Test Ban Treaty (CTBT)
_‘which had the added dement of ehmmatmg Amenca as "the world's arms control
o 'kbeacon o TR

The second Dutch respondent was MGen (Ret) C. Homan (Chngendael) Who

: :commenced onan upbeat note by remarkmg that the nnpendmg enlargements of NATO
" and the EU should bode well for ¢ cooperative secunty in Europe. Similatly uplifting was
~ the record of arms control in Europe, starting with the CFE Treaty, and continuing

through the Open Skies Treaty. Gen. Homan suggested that the key to remedying the

" defects associated with global NACD efforts might be found by trying to learn from, and
~apply, the lessons of the European expetience, which had been replete with -positive

results in the area of conventional weapons systems. Gen. Homan suggested two avenues
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